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Irish Society and City Companies (Irish Estates). 



Ordered, [Thursday, 4th July 1889] : — That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and 
report as to Ihe Terms of the Charters or other Instruments by which their Estates in Ireland were 
granted to the Irish Society and to tfye City Companies, and as to the Trusts and Obligations 
(if any) attaching to the Ownership of such Estates, and as to the mode in which the Sale of their 
Estates has been effected, or can be effected consistently with such Trusts and Obligations as may 
be shown to have existed or now exist. 



Ordered, [ Thursday , 11th July 1889J : — That the Committee be nominated of — 



Mr. John Morley. 

Sir William Marriott. 
Sir Richard Temple. 
Mr. Lawson. 

Lord Eloho. 

Sir John Ellis. 



Colonel Laurie. 
Mr. Lea. 

Mr. Clancy. 

Mr. Blane. 

Mr. Sexton. 



That the Committee have power to send for Persons, Papers, and Records. 



That Five be the Quorum of the Committee. 



REPORT p. iff 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE p v 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE * - - p. 1 

APPENDIX p. 39 
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R E P 0 R T, 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire and report, as to the Terms of 
the Charters or ether Instruments by which their Estates in Ireland were 
granted to the Irish Society and to the City Companies, and as to the Trusts 
and Obligations (if any) attaching to the Ownership of such Estates, and as to 
the mode in which the Sale of their Estates has been effected, or can be effected 
consistently with such Trusts and Obligations as may be shown to have existed 
or now exist; Have agreed to the following REPORT : — 



Your Committee examined Mr. Durie Miller, Secretary to the Irish Society. He 
produced official printed copies of the Charters of King James I. and King Charles II.. 
and a number of conveyances of land from the Irish Society to the several Livery 
Companies. He undertook to produce all original documents that were required. 

it appears that the Irish Society was originally incorporated in the year 1613 by the 
Charter of King James I., which was afterwards confirmed hy the Charter of King 
Charles II. 

The object of the Society was to establish a new colony or plantation in the Province 
of Ulster. 

For this purpose the Irish Society raised a sum of 60,000 which was contributed in 
various proportions by the different Livery Companies, to whom portions of land were 
allotted in return. 

A memorandum appended hereto fully explains the respective positions of the 
Corporation of London, the Irish Society, and the different Livery Companies. 

Solicitors for various Livery Companies applied to be heard hy counsel. 

Before acceding to this request your Coinmiitee thought it advisable to lake evidence 
as to the mode in which some recent sales of their estates had been effected, and to 
ascertain what were the grievances complained of as again>t the Companies. 

Evidence was given by the Rev. Canon Babington, Secretary and Bishop’s Registrar 
of the Diocese of Derry ; the Rev. E. Newland, Incumbent of Lower Cumber Parish, 
and Honorary Secretary of the Council and Synod of Derr)’ - ; the Rev. Archdeacon 
Hamilton, Rector of Desertmartin, in the County of Derry, and the Rev. Dr. Irwin, 
Financial Secretary of the Diocese of Armagh. 

From the evidence of these witnesses it appeared that there was no complaint as to the 
manner in which the Irish Society had performed its duties ; and, with regard to the 
different City Companies, it was admitted that till recently they had acted with liberality. 
They had built churches and schools throughout their respective districts, and had 
subscribed with great liberality to the local charities. 

The complaint was that this liberality on the part of some of the Companies has 
greatly diminished, that some subscriptions have been entirely withdrawn, and others 
considerably diminished, and that some of the Livery Companies who had formerly given 
subscriptions to various local charities had sold their lands recently without making 
provision for the continuance of these subscriptions. 

The districts where these subscriptions have been given are very poor. The labourers 
and working classes subscribe liberally, according to their means, to various school and 
church funds, but it appears impossible that they can be maintained without the sub- 
scriptions which had formerly been given by the different Companies. 
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A serious apprehension seems to prevail that other Companies may follow the example 
of those referred to iu the evidence, and so a great loss be inflicted on various parts of 
the North of Ireland. 

Your Committee are of opinion that this loss would be a calamity, and that it requires 
grave consideration. 

The Companies, however, have not yet had an opportunity of giving evidence, or any 
explanation of the allegations made against them, and several of them have again applied 
to be heard by counsel. 

Your Committee feel that at this late period of the Session it would be futile to take 
any such application into consideration, or to make any recommendation to Parliament 
on the subject. They feel, further, that it would be impossible to examine with any 
prospect of arriv ing at a satisfactory result, the different charters, deeds, and instruments 
of the Irish Society and the Livery Companies, and to give any opinion as to legal 
bearings of the trusts and obligations attaching to the ownership of their respective 
estates. They, therefore, have decided to report the evidence already taken, and to 
recommend that a Committee on the same subject should be appointed the next Session of 
Parliament. 

30 July 1889. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



'fues day, 1 6th July 1889. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Lea. 

Mr. Sexton. 

Sir John Ellis. 

Sir Richard Temple. 
Colonel Laurie. 



Mr, Lawson. 

Sir William Marriott. 
Lord Elclio. 

Mr. Blane. 



Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Sir William Marriott do take the Chair of the 
Committee ” — (Sir Rickard. Temple). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Mr. John Morley do take the Chair of the Com- 
mittee ” — (Mr. Lea). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Lea do take the Chair of the Committee ” — 
(Mr. Sexton). 

Question put, “ That Sir William Marriott do take the Chair of the Committee.” — The Com- 
mittee divided : 



Ayes, 5. 

Lord Elcho. 

Sir John Ellis. 
Colonel Laurie. 

Sir William Marriott. 
Sir Richard Temple. 



Noes, 3. 
Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. Lea. 

Mr. Sexton. 



Resolved, That the Clerk and other responsible Officers of the Irish* Society be summoned to 
attend the next meeting of the Committee, with the Charters, and any documents relating to these 
Estates — (Mr. Lea). 



Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Committee do meet on Friday next” — (Mr. Lea). 
— Amendment proposed, to leave out the word “Friday,” and insert “ Tuesday ” — (Sir John Ellis). 
— Question put. That the word “ Friday ” stand part of the Question. — The Committee divided : 



Ayes, 3. 
Lord Elcho. 
Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. Lea. 



Noes, 3. 

Sir John Ellis. 
Colonel Laurie. 

Sir Richard Temple. 



Whereupon the Chairman declared himself with the Noes. 

Question, That the word “ Tuesday” be there inserted, — put, and agreed to. 
Resolved, That the Committee do meet on Tuesday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



[Adjourned till Tuesday, 23rd July, at Twelve o’clock. 



Tuesday, 23 rd July 1889. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Sir William Marriott in the Chair. 

Sir Richard Temple. I Mr. Lea. 

Colonel Laurie. Lord Elcho. 

Sir John Ellis. 

The following letters were read : — 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE 



Irish Society and City Companies (Irish Estates). 

13, Great Georgc-street, Westminster, S.W 

Sirj 22 July 1889. 

We are instructed to apply, on behalf of the Mercers' Company, that they may bo represented by Counsel before 
the Committee upon the above subject appointed by the House of Commons, and of which Committee we under- 
stand that you are the Chairman. 

The Committee are by the Order of the House of the 4th— 5th instant, directed to inquire and report 
(amongst other things) “as to the terns of the charters or other instruments by which their esl ales in Ireland 
cl were granted to the Irish Society, and to the London Companies, and as to the trusts and obligations (if any) 
“ attaching to the ownership of such estates." 

The inquiry before the Committee will apparently involve important legal points, and it is especially with regard 
to these that the Mercers' Company desire to be represented by Council. 

If the Committee should be of opinion that the application of the Mercers’ Company be acceded to, it will be 
necessary we presume that they should pass a resolution to that effect, and report to the House in order that the 
House should if so advised make an order authorising the Committee to hear Counsel accordingly. 

We beg to refer to ihe Votes of the House of Commons of i he 17th May 1888, as containing a precedent for 
what is now sought in the case of the Committee on the “ East India (Hyderabad Deccan Mining Company ”). 

We have the honour to be, Sir, 

Tour very obedient Servants, 

. Bees & Frees, 

Parliamentary Agents for the Mercers’ Company 

The Right Honourable Sir William T. Marriott, m.i*., 

&c. &c. &c. 



Irish Society and London Companies (Irish Estates). 

13, Great George Street, Westminster, 

Sir, 22 July 1889. 

We are instructed to apply, on behalf of the Suiters’ Company, that they may be represented by Counsel before 
the Committee upon the above subject appointed by the House of Commons, and of which Committee we understand 
that you are the Chairman. 

The Committee are, by the Order of ihe House of the 4th — 5th instant, directed to inquire and report (amongst 
other things) “ as to the terms of the charters or other instruments by which their estates in Ireland, were granted to 
“ the Irish Society and to the London Companies, and as to the trusts and obligations (if any) attaching to the 
“ ownership of such estates.” 



The inquiry before the Committee will apparently involve important legal points, and it is especially with regard 
to these that the Suiters’ Company desire to be represented by Counsel. 



If the Committee should be of opinion that the application of the Saltern' Company be acceded to, it will be 
necessary, wo presume, that they should does a resolution to that effect, and report to the House, in order that the 
House should, if so advised, make an Order authorising the Committee to bear Counsel accordingly. 

We beg to refer to the Votes of the House of Commons of the 17th Way 1888, as containing a precedent for 
what is now sought, in the case of the Committee on the “ East India (Hyderabad Deccan Mining Company).’’ 



We have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your very obedient Servants, 

Bees & Frere, 

Parliamentary Agents for the Salters’ Company. 

The Right Hon. Sir William T. Marriott, M.P., 

&o. &o. &o. 



Irish Society and City Companies (Irish Estates). 

13, Great George Street, Westminster, S.W., 

Sir, 23 July 1889. 

We are instructed to make, on behalf of the Skinners’ Company, a similar application to that which we have 
already made on behalf of the Mercers’ Company and Salters' Company, namely, that they may be heard by Counsel 
before the Committee. 

We have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your very obedient Servants, 

Bees <fe Frere. 

The Right Hon. Sir William T. Marriott, m.p., 

&c. &o. &c. 



The Committee deliberated. 

Resolved , “ That the evidence of all witnesses examined before this Committee (except those who 
shall be exempted by special resolution), shall he taken upon oath, in accordance with the powers 
conferred upon Committees of the House of Commons by 34 Si 35 Viet. c. 83”— (Sir Richard 
Temple). K 

Mr. Durie Miller was sworn, and examined. 

Adjourned till Friday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



ON IRISH SOCIETY AND CITY COMPANIES (IRISH ESTATES). 



Friday , 26th July 1889. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Sir W illiam Marriott in the Chair. 

Sir Richard Temple. I Mr. Lea. 

Colonel Laurie. Lord Elcho. 

Sir J ohn Ellis. 

Mr. Pritt made an application on behalf of the Fishmongers’ Company that they might be heard 
by counsel, should the Committee determine to hear counsel on behalf of any of the parties 
interested in the inquiry. 1 

Dr. Frcslifield , on behalf of the Mercers’ Company, inquired if the Committee had come to any 
decision as to their being represented by counsel. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee had determined that for the present the City Com- 
panies should not be allowed to appear by counsel, but if during the future proceedings it became 
necessary they would hear the application again. 

Mr. Durie Miller was re-called, and further examined. 

The Rev. Canon Bubington and the Rev. Edward Ncivlund } were sworn, and examined. 



Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Tuesday, 30 th July 1889. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Sir William Marriott in the Chair. 

Mr. Lea. I Lord Elcho. 

Sir John Ellis. Sir Richard Temple. 

Colonel Laurie. 

Venerable Archdeacon Hamilton and Rev. C. Irwin, were sworn, and examined. 



DRAFT REPORT proposed by the Chairman , read the first time, as follows: 

“ Your Committee examined Mr. Durie Miller, Secretary to the Irish Society. He produced 
■official printed copies of the Charters of King James I. and King Charles II., and a number of 
■conveyances of land from the Irish Society to the several Livery Companies. He undertook to 
produce all original documents that were required. 

“ It appears that the Irish Society was originally incorporated in the year 1613 by the Charter of 
King James I., which was afterwards confirmed by the Charter of King Charles II. 

“ The object of the Society was to establish a new colony or plantation in the Province of Ulster. 

“ For this purpose the Irish Society raised a sum of 60,000 which was contributed in various 
proportions by the different Livery Companies, to whom portions of land were allotted in return. 

“A memorandum appended hereto fully explains the respective positions of the Corporation of 
London, the Irish Society, and the different Livery Companies. 

“ Solicitors for various Livery Companies applied to be heard by counsel. 

“ Before acceding to this request your Committee thought it advisable to take evidence as to the 
mode in which some recent sales of their estates had been effected, and to ascertain what were the 
grievances complained of as against the Companies. 

“Evidence was given by the Rev. Canon Babington. Secretary and Bishop’s Registrar of the 
Diocese of Derry ; the Rev. E. Newland, Incumbent of Lower Cumber Parish, and Honorary 
Secretary of the Council and Synod of Derry ; the Rev. Archdeacon Hamilton, Rector of Desert- 
martin, in the County of Derry, and the Rev. Dr. Irwin, Financial Secretary of the Diocese of 
Armagh. 
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Vlii PROCEEDINGS : — IRISH SOCIETY AND CITY COMPANIES (IRISH ESTATES). 

“ From the evidence of these witnesses it appeared that there was no complaint as to the manner 
in which the Irish Society had performed its duties; and, with regard to tne different City Com- 
panies, it was admitted that till recently they had acted with liberality. They had built churches 
and schools throughout their respective districts, and had subscribed with great liberality to the 
local charities. 

“ The complaint was that this liberality on the part of some of the Companies has greatly diminished, 
that some subscriptions have been entirely withdrawn, and others considerably diminished, and that 
some of the Livery Companies who had formerly given subscriptions to various local charities had 
sold their lands recently without making provision for the continuance of these subscriptions. 

“ The districts where these subscriptions have been given are very poor. The labourers and 
working classes subscribe liberally, according to their means, to various school and church funds, 
but it appears impossible that they can be maintained without the subscriptions which had formerly 
been given by the different Companies. 

“ A serious apprehension seems to prevail that other Companies may follow the example of those 
referred to in the evidence, and so a great loss may be inflicted on various parts of the North of 
Ireland. 

“ Your Committee are of opinion that this loss would be a calamity, and that it requires grave 
consideration. 

“ The Companies, however, have not yet had an opportunity of giving evidence, or any explana- 
tion of the allegations made against them, and several of them have again applied to be heard by 
counsel. 

“ Your Committee feel that at this late period of the Session it would be futile to take any such 
application into consideration, or to make any recommendation to Parliament on the subject. They 
feel, further, that it would be impossible to examine, with any prospect of arriving at a satisfactory 
result, the different charters, deeds, and instruments of the Irish Society and the Livery Companies, 
and to give any opinion as to the legal bearing of the trusts and obligations attaching to the ownership 
of their respective estates. They, therefore, have decided to report the evidence already taken, 
and to recommend that a Committee on the same subject should be appointed the next Session of 
Parliament.” 

Draft Report proposed by the Chairman, read a second time, and agreed to. 

Ordered , To Report, together with the Minutes of Evidence, and an Appendix. 



EXPENSES OF WITNESSES. 



NAME 

WITNESS. 


Profession 

Condition. 


From whence 
Summoned. 


Number 

of 

Days absent 
from 

Orders of 
Committee. 


Allowance 

during 

Absence 


Expenses 1 
of 

Journey 
to London 
and 
Back. 


Total 

Expenses 

allowed 

Witness. 










£. s. d. 


f. *. d. 


£. ». d. 


Rev. Canon Babiagton • 


Clergyman - 


Londonderry - 


5 


6 6- 


6 10 0 


11 4 6 


Rev. Edward Ncwlands 


Clergyman ... 


Londonderry - 


5 


6 5 - 


0 7 6 


11 12 6 


Archdeacon Hamilton - 


Clergyman - 


Desertmartin, Lon- 


6 


6 6 - 


0 10 - 


11 15 - 






donderiy. 










Rev. C. Irwin, d.d. 


Clergyman - 


Ready, Armagh 


5 


6 5 - 


0 12 - 


10 17 - 










Tor. 


iL - - £. 


46 0 - 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Tuesday, 23 rd July , 1889. 

pace 

Mr. Dune Miller ---------- 1 

Friday, 26 th July, 1889. 

Mr. Durie Miller - -- -- -- -- -- -- n 

The Rev. Canon Babington - - - - - - - - - - -13, 28 

The Rev. Edward Newland ------- - . 21 

Tuesday, 30 th July, 1 889. 

The Venerable Edward James Hamilton, a.m. (Archdeacon of Derry) 29 

The Rev. Charles King Irwin, d.d. 36 
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MINUTES OP EVIDENCE. 



Tuesday, 23rd July 1889 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Lord Elcho. 

Sir John Ellis. 
Colonel Laurie. 



Mr. Lea. 

Sir William Marriott. 
Sir Richard Temple. 



The Right Honourable Sir WILLIAM MARRIOTT, in the Chair. 



Mr. Duiue Miller, sworn ; and Examined. 



Chairman. 

1. You act for tlie Irish Society, do you not? 
— Yes. 

2. In what capacity ? — As secretary. 

3. How long have you been secretary ?— Four 
and twenty years. 

4. Have you the charge of all their charters, 
deeds, and documents ? — I have. 

5. Will you produce them V — I have them 
here ( producing some charters , Sfc.). I have the 
Charter of King James I. and the Charter of 
King Charles II. 

6. These, I suppose, are copies? — Yes; I 
have the originals. 

7. You have not brought the originals here, 
I suppose ? — 1 have the original of the Charter 
of King Charles here. 

8. And that can be inspected, if the Com- 
mittee wish ? — Certainly. 

9. But you produce a copy? — Yes. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

10. Is it in Latin? — Yes. 

Chairman. 

11. The Charter of King James I. is dated the 
29tli of March 1613, and this is a translation 
which you put in for the use of the Committee ? 
— Yes ( delivering in the same). 

12. The second document is the Charter of 
King Charles II., dated the 11th of January 
1663 r — Yes ( delivering in the same). 

13. The third document that you put in is a 
license to hold in mortmain, dated the 13th of 
Janies I., 1616 ? — Yes ( delivering in the same). 

14. Have you any other document to put in ? 

I have a conveyance of the lands of Culmore 

(' delivering in the same). 

15. This is a recent document, dated the 23rd 
0.146. 



Chairman — continued. 

of September 1861, and is a conveyance from the- 
Crown to the Irish Society of the lands of Cul- 
more ?— Ye3, in consideration of a sum of 12,000 1. 
paid by the Society to the Government. That 
document I desire not to part with at present. 

16. Have you any other documents connected 
with the title? — No; I have no other documents 
whatever connected with the title. 

17. What other documents have you in your 
keeping?— Ever so many documents. ■ 

18. The Committee would like to know what 
they are, because they have power to see all docu- 
ments? — I have no other documents here. The 
Society have a room full of documents, but no- 
thing to do with title. 

19. What class of documents are they? — 
Leases and all kind of things. 

20. Recent leases or old leases ? — Leases to 
tenants. 

21. Those would show us the length of lease, 
and the terms, I suppose? — Yes, certainly. 

22. Could you give the Committee a list of 
those leases ?— A list of the tenants of the Society, 
you mean. 

23. I suppose you have a book showing all 
those leases ? — Y es ; and I have the rent-roll 
book. 

24. Could you produce that?— If I have au- 
thority. 

25. You are bound to produce it if you are 
asked to do so ; you have not got that book 
here ? — No. 

26. But you can bring it? — 1 can bring it. 

27. Wc must have that book, I think; you 
have the book if it is called for ?— I have the book. 

28. I suppose these charters which have been 
handed in show the trusts upon which the money 
was given ? — I do not see that there is any trust 
conveyed in the charter at all. 

A 29, Are 
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23 July 1889.] Mr. 

Chairm an — continued. 

29. Are there any trust deeds in addition to 
these ? — N o. 

30. These are the sole documents of title ? — 
Certainly. 

31. Have you any book which would show how 
the money (hat has been received by the Irish 
Society has been spent? — We issue annual ac- 
counts, and they would show that. 

32. I suppose there is a book kept, showing 
exactly what is received, and what is spent ? — 
Certainly, there are ledgers. 

33. Are those here ? — No. 

34. But they are in London, I suppose ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

35. And they can be seen if required ? — Yes. 

36. Have you a balance-sheet printed every 
year? — We have a balance-sheet printed every 
year, and published in the papers. 

37. Have you the balance-sheet for last year 
here ? — Not here. 

38. Could you send for the balance-sheet now? 
— Yes, I could. 

39. Will you do so l- — Yes. 

40. Have you the balance-sheets for five years? 
—I can go back as far as five years, I have no 
doubt. 

Mr. Lea. 

41. Could you produce a balance-sheet of 10 
years ago ? — I daresay I can. 

Chairmun. 

42. Will you send for the balance-sheets of 
the last two years, and for one of 10 years ago ? 

Mr. Lea. 

43. Could you give us a copy of the accounts 
of a hundred years ago? — I cannot go so far 
back as that. 

Chairman. 

44. How far back can you go ? — I daresay I 
can go back for 25 years at the office. 

45. Can you tell us, either by documentary 
evidence or of your own knowledge, about how 
much land the Irish Society own in Ireland, and 
in what counties it is situated ? — They hold be- 
tween 7,000 and 8,000 acres. 

46. Where are these lands ? — They are all in 
the county of Londonderry. 

47. In the city of Londonderry ? — In the city 
of Deny they have about 4,000 acres, and in the 
town of Coleraine 3,000 acres. 

48. Do they own any other land in Ireland ? 
— Yes, at Culmore. 

49. That is the subject of the conveyance by 
the Crown in 1861 ? — Yes. 

50. And that is all they own? — Yes. 

Colonel Laurie. 

51 . You have, I think, other valuable interests ; 
fishing interests, for instance? — We have the 
fisheries of the Foyle and the Bann, the two 
rivers. 

Chairman. 

52. Is that the whole of the property which is 
held by the Irish Society ? — It is. 

53. These balauce-shects that are coming, I 
suppose, will show us more or less in what way 

the money is received, and how it is applied ? 

Yes, certainly. 



Miller. [Continued. 

Colonel Laurie. 

54. Have you a copy of the deed, or is there 
any deed at all showing the terms of the transfer 
of the Irish estates to the City Companies?— The 
Companies have those deeds. 

55. You have nothing in your possession to 
show the terms of that transfer? — I have 
copies. 

Chairman. 

56. Have you copies of them all ? — Yes, I have 
copies of the deeds. 

57. Will you produce those ? — Yes. 

Dr. Freskfield.] As I represent one of 
the Companies, I would venture to suggest 
that the proper way would be for the Com- 
panies to produce their own deeds. We do 
not know what copies these gentlemen have 
sent, but we do know what originals we 
have. 

Chairman.] If the copies are incorrect it 
will not affect our minds. We are only 
gomcr into this at present for the sake of in- 
forming the Committee. I do not think that 
the Companies will suffer if there is any in- 
accuracy in the copies. 

Witness.] They are all in the same form 
{producing copies of grants to the City Com- 
panies from the Irish Society ). 

Chairman. 

58. These which you have now put in are 
grants from the Irish Society to the Skinners’ 
Company dated the 22nd of March 1617, to the 
Fishmongers’ Company dated the 24th of October 
1618, and then a release to the Skinners’ Com- 
pany dated the 5th of June 1663, and to the 
Drapers’ Company dated the 5th of June 1663, 
the same date ?— That is so. 

59. There is also another list of documents 
from the Irish Society, which are grants to the 
Ironmongers’ Company of the 7th of November 
1618 ; a release to the Mercers’ Company of the 
5 th of June 1.663 ; a release to the Grocers' Com- 
pany of the 5th of June 1663; a release to the 
Goldsmiths’ Company of the 5th of June 1663; 
a release to the Merchant Tailors’ Company of 
the oth of June 1663; a release to the Haber- 
dashers’ Company of the 29th of January 1674; 
a release to the Salters’ Company of the 5th of 
June 1663; a release to the Ironmongers’ Com- 
pany of the 5th of June 1663 ; a release to the 
Vintners’ Company of the 5th of June 1663 ; aud 
another to the Clothworkers’ Company of the 
5th of June 1663. Are those all with regard to 
lands that belonged to the Irish Society ? — Yes, 
in the original charters. 

60. Lands which were originally granted to 
the Irish Society, and which had afterwards been 
sold to the Companies ? — They were conveyed to 
the Companies. 

Mr. Lea. 

61. Were they sold ? — They were given to the 
Companies in consideration of the moneys that the 
Companies had originally subscribed for planta- 
tion. 

62. Money passed, I euppose? — No money 
passed at that time ; money passed originally. 
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Colonel Laurie. 

63. It is a fact, is it not, that 40,000'/. was paid 
by the 12 City Companies? — More than that. 

64. £. 40,000 was the original sum paid, was it 
not ? — £• 60,000. 

65. The amount is 3,333 Z. 6 s. 8 cl. for each of 
the 1 2 Companies ? — That was iu the first in- 
stance. 

66. That would of course be 40,000 /.? — Yes. 

67. It was a division of 40,000 Z. by 12 ? — 
Yes. 

68. And therefore there was that consideration 
given ? — Y es. 

Chairman. 

69. Have you any short prbeis of the contents 
of these documents? — No. 

70. Do you know what is in them ? — The 
greater part consists of the names of the various 
townlands that were granted. 

71. But have you uo precis showing what the 
nature of them is ? — No, they are all the same. 
If you read one you read all. 

Sir John Ellis. 

72. Are they simple conveyances? — Yes; fee- 
simple conveyances. 

Chairman. 

73. They are not like a modern conveyance, 
and they are not in modern English ? — No. 

74. This is all the land that the Irish Society 
have conveyed to the City Companies ? — That is 
all. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

75. Do the 4,000 acres iu Derry aDd the 3,000 
acres in Coleraine include all the lands that ever 
came into the possession of the Irish Society ? — 
Originally the Society held all the lands that the 
Companies now hold. 

76. Then are the lands which have been trans- 
ferred to the City Companies exclusive of the 
7,000 acres ? — Certainly. 

77. Whereabouts are the lands that were trans- 
ferred to the Companies situated ?— They are in 
different parts of the county of Londonderry, and, 
I think, Tyrone. 

Chairman. 

78., I suppose the conveyances would show 
that? — Yes ; they would show all that. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

79. The lands are in various parts of the 
counties of Londonderry and Tyrone ? — Yes. 

80. And perhaps in other counties? — Yes, I 
think so. 

Chairman. 

81. In the north of Ireland, chiefly? — Yes; in 
Ulster generally. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

82. And in other parts of Ulster? — Yes. 

Colonel Laurie. 

83. It was the whole of Ulster, was it not? — 
A great deal of Ulster belongs to private 
individuals. 

84. I thought, as a matter of history, they 
0.146. 



Colonel Laurie — continued, 
were all bought out by the Irish Society at one 
time ? — No. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

85. Can you state approximately the amount 
of land that was transferred to the several City 
Companies ? — No, I cannot. 

86. Would the amount be large? — Certainly. 

87. Would it be much larger than the 7,000 
acres now remaining in the hands of the Society? 
— Yes. 

Colonel Laurie. 

88. You do not know whether it was the whole 
Province of Ulster that was handed over to the 
Irish Society ? — 1 have never understood that the 
entire province was handed over. 

Mr. Lea. 

89. Have you studied the history of the Irish 
Society and the lands ? — Yes. 

90. You knew the circumstances? — Yes. 

91. Are you aware that it was six counties that 
were escheated by the Crown iu the time of King 
James 1. ? — I am not quite sure that there were 
six. 

92. But only one of them, viz., the county 
Derry, was handed over to the Irish Society. I 
see that there are 321,600 Irish acres in the 
county of Derry; was not the bulk of that 
handed over to the City Companies ? — The bulk 
of it was. 

93. That is 409,300 English acres ? — Yes. 

94. Do you know what was the rental of the 
estates at that time ?— No. 

95. Have you in your charge a book which 
contains information of that kind, called “ A 
Concise View of the Irish Society”? — Yes. 

96. Have you many copies of it?— No. 

97. Have you brought one with you?— No. 

98. It is an official document of the Irish 
Society, is it not? — It was formerly considered 
so, I believe. 

99. The date of it is 1822. Are you aware 
that the Irish Society appointed a committee to 
go into their records in 1821 ? — I have read it in 
that book. 

100. They reported in 1822, and this (showing 
the book to the Witness) was the report of the com- 
mittee of the Irish Society, wa3 it not ? — Yes. 

101. And it was ordered to be planted by the 
Irish Society, was it not? — Yes. 

102. Therefore I take it that we may conclude 
that it is an official report of the Irish Society ; 
is not that so? — It was printed for their own 
purpose, I presume. 

103. And there has never been the slightest 
objection taken to the statements in that report ? 
— I am not aware that there has. 

104. We may take it, I think, as an official 
document ? — Yes. 

105. I suppose the charters in this book are 
printed from your charters ? — No doubt. 

106. And therefore they are a correct copy ? 
— I take it that they are. 

107. With regard to the Charter of King 
James, you said just now, did you not, that it 
was not a trust ? — That is a matter for a lawyer, 
and I clo not give any opinion at all about it. 

a 2 108. This 
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Mr. Lea— continued. 

108. This memorandum is put into my hands 
this morning by the Irish Society, and in it the 
following recital from the original charter of the 
Society is quoted: “Whereas the Province of 
Ulster in our realm of Ireland for many years 
now past hath grossly erred from the true reli- 
gion of Christ and Divine Grace and hath 
abounded with superstition, insomuch that for a 
long time it hath not only been harassed, torn, 
and wasted by private and domestic broils, but 
also by foreign arms ; wo, deeply and heartily 
commiserating the wretched state of the said 
province, have esteemed it to be a work worthy 
of a Christian prince and of our royal functions 
to stir up ana recal the same province from 
superstition, rebellion, calamity, and poverty, 
which heretofore have horribly raged therein, to 
religion, obedience, strength and prosperity ” ? — 
That is the preamble of the charter. 

109. Is mere anything in that that would 
imply that it was not a trust ? — That is a legal 
question which I am not prepared to answer. 

1 10. Does it not plainly state the purpose for 
which the King handed over the land of Ulster ? 
— Yes; no doubt the King’s intentions are stated 
there. 

111. Then, that being the charter, I presume 
that that was the title given to the Irish Society 
by the King ? — I would rather a lawyer answered 
that than myself. 

112. You have handed in also the Charter of 
King Charles II.; does not that confirm the 
Charter of King James? — It does. 

113. A.nd therefore the same purpose for 
which the lands were handed over to the Irish 
Society by King James is implied in King 
Charles’s Charter r — Yes. 

114. There is no dispute with regard to these 
charters ; there is no doubt that these are the 
charters upon which the Irish Society hold their 
property ? — Certainly not 

1 15. And it was upon those charters that the 
Irish Society handed over certain estates to the 
City Companies? — Yes. 

116. Have you any copies of the conveyances? 
— They have been handed in. 

117. Have you the indemnities that the City 
Companies have given to the Irish Society when 
they have conveyed their lands? — No, I have 
not. 

118. Are they not indemnities that the City 
Companies have given to the Irish Society ? — I 
have not seen any. 

119. You are aware that the Haberdashers’ 
Company sold their estate in about the year 1712. 
This official report states that an indemnity was 
given by the Haberdashers’ Company to the Irish 
Society; I ask for that indemnity? — I will look 
for it. 

120. In 1687 the Haberdashers’ Company gave 
the Irish Society an indemnity against the rent 
running in arrears in a certain manor ; do you 
not take indemnities from the City Companies 
when they sell? — No. 

121. That was done in the case of the Haber- 
dashers’ Company, but has not been done since ? 
— I am not aware. 

122. I think you said that the Irish Society 
gave conveyances from the Society to the City 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

Companies ; have you handed in copies of those? 
— Yes. 

123. When the City Companies sell their 
estates, do they communicate the sale to the 
Irish Society? — Not necessarily. 

124. Have you ever had a notice from any of 
the City Companies? — No, not any notice. We 
have had an application from them to sell the 
quit-rent under the grants, in order that they 
might be able to sell it free of any quit-rent. 

125. Do the Irish Society in any way join in 
the title that is given by the City Companies to 
the purchasers? — No. 

126. As a matter of fact, have the Irish Society 
renounced any claim that they had upon the 
lands of the City Companies? — No. 

127. Do they still claim to hold over the City 
Companies ?— They have not altered their posi- 
tion in any way. 

128. I presume that I am right in stating 
from this book that the Irish Society conveyed 
these estates to the City Companies, subject to 
the same trusts as those upon which they received 
them ?— I do not know anything about that. 

129. Are you aware that when the estates 
were conveyed to the 12 City Companies a 
number of other smaller companies were combined 
with them?— Yes; .associated with them. 

130. We will take the case of the Salters’ 
Company ; you said, just now, did you not, that 
that Company paid 3,333 l. 6 s. 8 d. ? — That was 
contributed. 

131. Five other companies contributed, and 
the Salters’ Company only contributed 1,954/.; 
that is the sum, is it uot? — Yes. 

132. In this official book is it not stated that 
the estates in Ireland, excepting the City of 
Londonderry and Coleraine, were immediately 
consigned to the management of the respective 
chief companies and their associates ? — I pre- 
sume it does, if you are reading from the book. 

133. I am reading from the book ; does it 
not also say that soou after the division of the 
estates several companies sent over agents to let 
their lands ? — No doubt. 

134. Does it not state also that the whole of 
the estates so divided have been estimated to be 
worth only 1,800 Z. a year; you surely remember 
that sum ? — I cannot say that I remember it. 

135. On the same page does it not state (and 
I should like to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee particularly to this) that, in letting their 
lands, the companies stipulated with the persons 
who_ proposed to become tenants, that they should 
perform the original articles and conditions of 
plantation ; and the conditions of plantation, I 
take it, are those which are stated in the char- 
ters ? — That is a matter for a lawyer; I do not 
think so myself, but I would rather not give an 
opinion. 

Chairman. 

136. You are not a lawyer ? — No. 

Mr. Lea. 

137. A considerable time afterwards was there 
not a good deal of communication between the 
City Companies and the Irish Society with re- 
gard to the management of the estates ? — I be- 
lieve there was. 

138. There 
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138. There was a question of timber, I think? 
— Yes. 

139. Did not the Irish Society request the 
City Companies to plant trees and to grow tim- 
ber ? — In one or two cases they did. 

140. And did not the Companies do so by an 
arrangement with the Irish Society ? — I believe 
they did. 

141. And then, did not the Irish Society re- 
quire that, the City Companies should make 
returns to the Irish Society with regard to this 
particular point ? — Yes, I believe they did. 

142. And those returns were made ? — I pre- 
sume so. 

143. I will read you the words : “ The Com- 
panies made their returns pursuant to the So- 
ciety’s requisition ; ” is that not pretty clear? — 
Yes. 

144. Does not that clearly prove that the 
Companies hold under the Irish Society ? — Cer- 
tainly they held under the Irish Society. 

145. And the Irish Society had control over 
the City Companies? — They had at that time, 
evidently. 

146. Has there been any deed or document 
given by the Irish Society relinquishing their 
control or rights since then ? — In some cases the 
rights of timber have been given up. 

147. Has the same thing been done in any 
other case ? — I cannot remember any. 

148. Therefore, if the Irish Society have given 
no document to the lending Companies renounc- 
ing their rights over the estates, avc may presume 
that those rights still continue? — The Society 
have never interfered recently with the Com- 
panies in any way whatever. 

149. But their legal claims still contiuue, I 
presume? — That, again, is a matter of legal 
opinion. 

150. I was asking you questions just now as to 
the rights and conditions. You are aware, I 
suppose, that after the estates were conferred 
upon the City Companies there was a good deal 
of complaint made with regard to the manage- 
ment of those estates ? — Yes. 

151 The King found great fault with the way 
in which these estates were managed by the 
Companies, did he not ? — Yes. 

152. Did he not write several letters to the 
Governor of Ireland with regard to it? — I believe 
so. 

153. Sir Arthur Chichester was Lord Deputy 
of Ireland at that time, was he not? — He was, I 
think. 

154. The King complained very much of the 
City Companies, and having been informed that 
the settlers were negligent in performing the 
conditions of the plantation, did he, on the 21st 
of December 1612, write a letter to Sir Arthur 
Chichester, then Lord Deputy of Ireland, as 
follows: “ It is well known unto you how great 
a revenue we might have raised to our Crown by 
our escheated lands in the province of Ulster, if 
we had not preferred the reformation of that 
disordered country, by a civil plant ation to be made 
therein, before the private profit which we might 
have reaped by it”?— I could not say. If it is 
in the book I take it that it is so. 

155. It was some time before the charter was 
0.146. 



Mi - . Lea — continued. 

given that the City Companies entered upon their 
estates, was it not ? — Yes. 

156. They were in possession before the char- 
ter? — Yes. 

157. The lands in Ulster and Derry were 
escheated in the year 1608, were they not?— 
Yes, I think that was so. 

158. But the charter wa3 not granted till 1613 ? 
-No. 

159. Did not the King also, in the same letter 
that I referred to just now, write : “ Neither the 
safety ol’ that country, nor the planting of religion 
and civility amongst those rude and barbarous 
people, which were the principal motives of that 
project, and which we expected as the only fruits 
and returns to us of our bounty from them, are 
any whit, as yet, materially affected by them. 
We are not ignorant how much the veal accom- 
plishment of that plantation concerns the future 
peace and safety of that kingdom ; but if there 
were no reason of State to press it forward, yet 
we would pursue and effect that work with 
the same earnestness as we now do, merely for 
the goodness and morality of it; esteeming the 
settling of religion, the introducing of civility, 
order, and government among a barbarous and 
unsubjected people to be the acts of piety and 
glory, and worthy also a Christian prince to en- 
deavour ” ? — J presume that that is a correct 
copy. 

160. That is the same date, 1612. Then in the 
year 1614, after the charter, was not Sir Josias 
Bodleythe Governor of Ireland ? — lam not aware. 

161. Did he not make a report to King James 
wherein lie complained in strong terms of the 
City’s negligence of the plantation ; I am reading 
from this official document? — Yes, it is in that, I 
believe. 

162. If you notice, there it is not the Irish So- 
ciety’s negligence of the plantation, but it is the 
City’s negligence. Therefore I think we may 
conclude that he means the City Companies as 
well as the Irish Society, the whole body. Was 
it not before the year 1614 that the land was con- 
veyed, although the conveyance may not have 
been made out; and I think I have that con- 
firmed in a report, which I eould also mention 
now ; Sir Charles Reed was Deputy Governor of 
the Irish Society in 1864, was he not? — Yes. 

163. And at the request of the Irish Society he 
undertook to investigate the records and history 
of the Irish Society, and to prepare a report, did 
he not? — He did. 

164. And the Irish Society thanked him for 
his report, and ordered it to be printed?— Yes. 

165. Therefore we may take it that this 

“ Historical Narrative of the Irish Society,” 
prepared by Sir Charles Reed, has the approval 
of the Irish Society, and is the report of the 
Irish Society ?— Yes ; it is for the private use of 
the members. r 

166. Does not the preface begin, “ The pre- 

paration of this volume has been taken up at the 
request and for the use of the members of the 
Irish Society ”?— Yes. . 

167. It was begun in 1864, and was printed in 
1865?— Yes. 

168. Then we may take it that this is a correct 
history of the origin and constitution of the Irish 

A 3 Society ? 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 

Society ? — I cannot say anything about its cor- 
rectness. It is correct as far as I know. 

169. It was ordered to be printed by the Irish 
Society, was it not? — It was ordered to be 
printed. 

170. Does not this report state the date of the 
partition of the estates to the City Companies as 
die 17tli of December 1613''— That would be the 
date of the partition, but the date of the deed of 
grant would be subsequent. 

171. But was it not on the 17th of December 
1613 that the City Companies assembled together 
and divided the county of Derry by lot?— Yes, I 
believe so. 

172. The 12 City Companies assembled together 
on this date, and they by lot. agreed as to which 
Company should lake which portion of the county 
of Derry, and as the lots were drawn out so each 
Company took that parcel of land to which that 
particular lol referred; that is sr, I think? — 
Certainly. 

173. Is there not an allegation made that the 
City Companies took double, or about double, the 
amount which the King intended them to take? 
— I never heard of it. 

Sir Richard Temple, 

174. When this division by lot took place, was 
there any statement at that time of tire land that 
each Company got; was there any survey of the 
area in those days ? — I have never seen a survey. 

175. Can you give any information upon that 
question? — No. 

176. Was there any statement of the amount 
of land? — The amount of land is fully stated in 
the various deeds. 

Mr. Lea. 

177. Was there no map of the estates in those- 
days ?— I have not seen any so far back as that. 

178. Have you none in your possession? — No. 
The fact is, that a great number of the Society’s 
papers were destroyed in a fire, and we lost a 
very large number ofdocuments.and I have never 
6een a map. 

Chairman. 

179. Was that the Great Fire of London? — 
No, it was not the Great Fire ; it was a fire that 
occurred in the Guildhall. 

180. About what date was that? — A bout the 
year 1786. It is stated in the “ Historical Nar- 
rative,” on page 73. 

181. A great many documents were burnt in 
that fire ? — A great many. 

182. And that accounts, you think, for you 
not having a survey? — Very likely. 

Sir John Ellis. 

183. The lands, I believe, were surveyed at 
the time? — No doubt the lands were surveyed. 

184. And very particular accounts were taken 
of them ? — Y es. 

Mr. Lea. 

185. Under the heading of 1786, 1 notice that 
the Keport of the Irish Society says this : “ The 
books and papers rescued from the late fire were 
ordered to be examined and arranged, and a list 
to be made ; ” and there is a note at the bottom 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

of the page which states : “ Early in this year a 
fire happened at Guildhall, by which part of the 
old Irish Chamber was consumed”? — Yes, that 
is the one I refer to. 

186. Is there anything in the Irish Society’s 
offices to state that it was in consequence of that 
fire that the then committee went through the 
documents and charters in 1812, in order to see 
what remained after the fire?— They did, I 
believe. 

187. They bad a good deal of trouble, I think, 
in piecing the parts together ?— Yes. 

188. I was referring to the partition of the 
estate in 1C 13. According to these documents, 
though the conveyance was not made till 1618, 
the letter which I have referred to, to Sir Arthur 
Chichester, was written iu 1612, I think? — Yes. 

189. But after the partition of llic estates in 
1615, Sir Josias Bodley made a report to King 
James, and King James replied to Sir Josias 
Bodley in these words: ‘‘ It is well known to 
you that if we had intended only (as it seems 
most of them over-greedily have done) our pre- 
sent profit, we might have converted those large 
territories to our escheated lands, to the great 
improvement of the revenue of our Crown there ; 
but we chose rather, for the safety of that country, 
and the civilizing of that people, to depart with 
the inheritance of them at extreme undervalues, 
and to make a plantation of them.” That refers 
clearly to the plantation of Ulster? — I presume 
it does. 

190. Docs not that, from a common-sense 
point of view, imply a trust in that plantation ; I 
will not ask you from a legal point of view, be- 
cause you do not wish to take a legal view of it ? 
— I do not know about the trust ; I do not see 
that a trust is implied. 

191. Did not the King at the same time 
threaten the City Companies in these words : 
,c Yet we are pleased in grace, and that they 
may be the move inexcusable if they be deficient 
in their duties hereafter, to assign them a further 
time, which shall be to the last day of August 
come 12 months, which will be in the year of 
our Lord 1616, which we are determined shall 
be final and peremptory unto them; and at 
which time we are resolved to seize into our 
hands the lands of any man whatsoever, without 
respect of persons, whether he be a British 
undertaker, servitor, or native, that shall be 
found defective in performing any of the articles 
of the plantation to which he was enjoined ” ? — 
Yes. 

192. Does not that confirm the view that the 
conditions were stated in the charters upon 
which the City Companies held those lands in 
Ulster? — The conditions arc not stated in the 
charters. 

193. Are not those words of the King in his 
letter to Sir Josias Bodley ? — I suppose they are. 
They are put in that book as being the words of 
the King. 

194. Is it not stated that the King subjoined 
the following observation with his own hand, 
showing the importance of the thing : c; My 
Lord, in this service 1 expect that zeal and up- 
rightness from you, that you will spare no flesh, 
English nor Scottish ; for no private man’s 

•worth 
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worth is able to counterbalance the particular 
safety of a kingdom, which this plantation being 
well accomplished will procure ; *' does not 
that clearly show the extreme anxiety of the 
Kino 1 with regard to his plantation of Ulster? — 
No doubt lie was anxious about it. 

195. After that did not the King complain 
again of the way in which the condition was car- 
ried out, and was there not a Star Chamber 
order taking away the rights under the charter ? 
— There was. 

196. After that, did not the City Companies 
petition King Charles to confirm the charter, or 
to grant a fresh charter ? — I believe they did. 

197. Did not the King go to a dinner of the 
City Companies ? — I do not remember. 

198. The City Companies’ dinners are believed 
to be very influential, are they not? — I do not 
know that they are more influential than other 
dinners. 

199. Does it not appear by this report that 
the King went to a dinner in the City ? — I have 
no doubt he did. 

200. And did he not at that dinner promise 
the City Companies to reconvey their charter ? 
— I really cannot remember, at the moment, 
whether it is in that book. I presume that if it 
is in that book it is correct. 

201. Does this book state that in 1632 the 
whole county of Londonderry was sequestrated, 
and the rents levied for the King’s use ? — Yes. 

202. Then, in 1634, was there not a sentence 
of the Court of the Star Chamber, by which it 
was adjudged that the letters patent of King 
James I. should be surrendered and brought into 
court, to be cancelled? — Yes. 

203. Then, in 1641, was there not a Resolution 
of Parliament that that Star Chamber order was 
unlawful and unjust? — Yes. 

204. I read that in 1637 “The City of London, 
the Irish Society, the 12 chief Companies ” (all 
those three are mentioned), “ by distinct denomi- 
nations, and, in general, all other tenants of 
lands, &c., in the county of Londonderry, were 
served with a scire facias of 18 skins of parch- 
ment, containing various recitals nf the posses- 
sions and rights granted originally, to appear in 
the Court of Chancery, to show cause why judg- 
ment should not pass” ?— Yes. 

205. Then, “ The scire facias stated that the 
Irish Society was formed as trustees for thi^City 
of London, for the use of the Companies,” the 
Irish Society and the Companies being all men- 
tioned? — Yes. 

206. Then, in the next paragraph, it is stated 
that “the Lord Chancellor, with the advice of 
the judges. King’s counsel, &c., gave judgment 
that the letters patent to the Society for the ci‘y 
and county of Londonderry, and the enrolment 
thereof, should be revoked, cancelled, and made 
void, and the said city and county seized into the 
K ing’s hands ’’ ? — Yes. 

207. Then it goes on : “ This decree was en- 
rolled in the Petty Bag Office. In conformity 
with the aforesaid judgment, the city of London- 
derry was seized into the King’s hands ” ? — Yes. 

208. Then this book states that “The estates 

of the Irish Society having; been seized into the 
King’s bands . . . a Commission was after- 

wards issued by the Crown”? — Yes. 

0.146. 



209. Then it states also : “ In pursuance of this 

Commission the Commissioners . . . made 

grants and demises of the manors, lands, and 
possessions belonging as well to the 12 chief 
Companies as to the Society.” The 12 chief 
Companies are mentioned as well as the Society ? 
—Yes. 

210. Then, in 1641, does not this book state 
that : “ It appears by the books at the Heralds’ 
Office that, when King Charles the First returned 
from Scotland, and on that occasion was invited 
to dinner in the City of London, he made a public 
declaration that he was much troubled at the 
judgment that had been given for taking away 
his father’s grant to the Society, and his Majesty 
promised the City it should be restored ; he 
accordingly gave his commands for restoring to 
the Society and Companies all their possessions ; 
but the rebellion afterwards breaking out, his 
Majesty’s intentions were not fulfilled ? — Yes. 

211. Then, on the 26th August of the same 
year, “ The Mayor, Commonalty, and Citizens 
of London, on behalf of themselves and the Com- 
panies, and divers, having lands and tenements 
in Londonderry, exhibited their petition to Par- 
liament, and, upon mature consideration had and 
taken of the judgment and sentence against the 
City, it was voted and resolved in Parliament 
(amongst other things) that the sentence in the 
Star Chamber was unlawful and unjust; that 
the citizens of London, and all those against 
whom the judgment was s<> given, in the scire 
facias, should be discharged of that judgment; 
and that both the citizens of London and those 
of the new plantation, and all under-tenants, and 
all those put out of possession, should be restored 
to the same estate which they were in before the 
said sentence in the Star Chamber ; and it will 
appear hereafter that they were restored accord- 
ingly,” That- refers to the case where Parlia- 
ment declared the edict of the Star Chamber 
illegal? — Yes. 

212. Then followed a rebellion in Ireland in 
that year, and the City of London sent four ships 
to Derry, I think, with various kinds of provi- 
sions, clothing, and accoutrements? — Yes. 

213. And the 12 chief Companies each sent 
two pieces of ordnance? — I do not know exactly, 
but they did send assistance. 

214. Then, after that rebellion, a Commission 
was sent over to settle affairs in Londonderry, 
and I think I need not refer to that any further. 
Then, in 1654, this book states, “A general survey 
was taken of the lands in Londonderry called 
the Civil Survey, which was afterwards lodged 
in the Surveyor General’s Office in Dublin ” ? — 
Yes. 

215. On the 29th of August in that year 
« The Privy Council made an Order advising 
the restoration of all rights to the Society,” I 
think? — Yes. 

216. Then, in 1656, two years afterwards, 
“ The Protector, Oliver Cromwell, ^ranted 
letters patent, by which he restored the Society 
as originally ordained, and conferrod on them the 
same rights as they enjoyed under the Charter 
of J ames I.” ? —Yes. 

217. Then, in August 1658, “The Society 
having procured fresh letters patent from the 

A 4 Protector, 
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Mr. Lea— continued. 

Protector, as before stated, about this time made 
new conveyances to the 12 chief Companies, of 
their respective proportions of land in Ulster. ’ 
Are those conveyances in existence? — Those 
which I have produced are the only ones I have. 

218. It is further stated, is it not, that “ The 
original grant to the Ironmongers’ Company 
is preserved amongst the records of the Irish 
Society, and describes all their town lands, or 
halliboes, by name”? — Yes. 

219. Then, “Upon the restoration of King 
Charles the Second, the City of London petitioned 
the Crown for a reversal of the judgment given 
against their first letters patent ; but as the pro- 
ceedings necessary to be adopted in this respect, 
it was considered, would be tedious, the King 
proposed to grant a new charter, to embrace all 
the possessions and rights the City originally 
possessed ” ? — Y es. 

220. “ And accordingly, on the 10th of April 
1662, letters patent were made out, which con- 
tained, with very little alteration, all the clauses 
of the first Charter of James the First ; and 
of which letters patent of 1662 (being the 
charter under which the Society now act) the 
following is an abstract and then the abstract 
is given ? — Yes. 

221. My object is to prove that the Charter of 
King Charles revives and confirms the Charter 
of King James. It is under these charters that 
the Irish Society hold their estates, is it not? — 
Yes. 

222. And the City Companies from the Irish 
Society ? — Yes. 

Chairman. 

223. -Have you now the balance-sheets which 
you were asked to produce ? — I have ( delivering 
in some balance-sheets). 

Mr. Lea. 

224. On the 15th of February 1724 “ The 
Speaker of the House of Commons sent an Order 
for the production of the Society’s Charter, which 
was complied with, and a committee were ap- 
pointed to convey it to the House"? — Yes. 

225. Then I read that on the 4th of June 
1741 “ The Society agreed to execute a dis- 
claimer to the chief Companies of all their rights 
to the timber”? — Yes. 

226. The chief Companies mean the 12 
Companies ? — Yes. 

227. Then follows in this book the requisition 
for returns that I referred to just now from the 
chief Companies; that is given as late as 1741 ? 
—Yes. 

228. Were not those returns relating to the 
proportion of timber and the growing of timber 
on the estates ?— I presume they were. 

229. The instrument is in these words : “ The 
Society of the Governor and Assistants, London, 
of the new plantation in Ulster, within the realm 
of Ireland, being sensible not only of the great 
decay, but almost total consumption, of tlie timber 
and woods formerly standing and growing on the 
several proportions of land belonging to the 
respective 12 chief Companies of London, &c., 
in Ireland, and that there hath been a very 
great and almost general neglect and disregard, 
for many years past, to the planting of young 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

trees, either by the said Companies or their 
tenants and so forth ? — No doubt that is so. 

230. Was that a return of the number of acres 
planted ? —I have no doubt that it is so. 

231. Then, in consequence of that, the Irish 
Society disclaimed their rights to the timber that 
was so planted ? — Yes, it appears so. 

232. I omit the rest of the history, reserving to 
myself the right to ask any question :>bout it upon 
a future day. In 1822 a report was made to the 
Irish Society, and the concluding words of 
the report are these, and they are so im- 
portant, as bearing upon the whole question, 
that I must trouble the Committee with them : 
“ It will, no doubt, be obvious to the reader 
of the preceding pages that a main object for 
incorporating the Irish Society, independently of 
the pecuniary benefit to arise to the original 
planters and their successors, was to ameliorate 
the condition of the inhabitants on their planta- 
tion, by enabling the Society to exercise their 
discretion in adopting such measures as might 
appear to them most conducive to the happiness 
and prosperity of the community under their 
jurisdiction. The powers of the Irish Society 
were, therefore, necessarily co-extensive with the 
possession of the entire estate, and such powers 
could neither be alienated nor discontinued. The 
Crown invested the Society with the most ample 
authority to enforce their own regulations for the 
general objects of the plantation ; and, notwith- 
standing the division of the estates amongst the 
12 chief Companies, such estates are to be con- 
sidered still under the paramount jurisdiction of 
the Irish Society, and liable to contributions, if 
necessary, in common with the indivisible estates 
in the Society’s hands, towards the general ex- 
pense of maintaining public works and edifices ; 
supporting the civil government of the city of 
Deny and town of Coleraine ; repairing Pro- 
testant churches and chapels ; establishing schools 
throughout the whole plantation ; and, generally, 
for the execution of such measures as tend to 
promote and improve the civil and religious 
interests of the tenantry.” Those are the con- 
cluding words of this report as set out in this 
book ? — I believe so. 

233. And that report was confirmed by Sir 
Charles Reed as late as 1865 ? — Yes. 

234. Sir Charles Reed refers to that report in 
the preface to hie “ Historical Narrative,” which 
covers three pages. He says, “ This narrative 
is based upon a valuable abridgment of the re- 
cords of the Society, and this will account, in 
some measure, for the quaintness of the style of 
many of the earlier entries; ” and then be says, 
“ The works to which I am principally indebted 
for the verification of recorded facts, dates, illus- 
trative notes, &c., are * The Abridgment of the 
Records of the Irish Society ; ’ ” and then lie 
refers to several others : “ The Ordnance Sur- 
vey of Londonderry, 1837,” the “Report of the 
Drapers’ Company’s Estates, 1817,” Sampson’s 
“ Survey of Londonderry,” and then, further on, 
“ Reports of Deputations of the Irish Society,” 
and other things. Was not this report of 1822 
confirmed by Sir Charles Reed’s Report of 1865 ? 
— I cannot say that it was. 

235. Do 
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Sir Richard Temple. 

235. Do you admit that Sir Charles Reed 
confirms this* report of 1822 ?— No, I do not. 

Sir John Ellis. 

236. This may be the expression of the opinion 
of certain persona at a certain period as to their 
authority and power ; but has the report the 
effect of a legal document ? — I should imagine 
not. 

Mr. Leu. 

237. This is the conclusion of the committee 
of the I rish Society appointed on purpose to in- 
vestigate the records, aud their report was 
ordered to be printed as an official document by 
the Irish Society, was it not? — It was stated so 
at that time, but I have not seen the report. 

238. Is not the historical account in Sir Charles 
Reed’s book pretty nearly word for word with 
regal'd to the partition of the estates as it is in 
the report ? — With regard to the partition of the 
estates it is, no doubt. 

239. In this report of Sir Charles Reed’s, which 
is a document approved by the Irish Society, I 
read these words: “In letting their lands the 
Company stipulated with the persons proposing to 
become tenants that they should perform the 
original articles and conditions of plantation ” ? — 
Tcs. 

240. Then I read also that His Majesty (that 
is, King James) “required from the Lord Mayor 
and Court of Aldermen information of all the 
particular proceedings of every company upon 
their several proportions of land; and the Irish 
Society were directed to call every compauy to 
an examination of their performances No 
doubt. 

241. On the 24th of May 1864, “the Society 
requested the Deputy Governor, Charles Reed, 
Esq., F.8.A., Deputy, to prepare an historical 
narrative of the proceedings of the Society to the 
present time for the information of the members 
of the court.” Then on the 8th of February 
I860 : “ On the historical narrative being laid 
before the court, the cordial thanks of the court 
were presented to Charles Reed, Esq , F.8.A., 
the deputy governor, for the labour and care 
bestowed by him in the preparation and com- 
pletion of an historical narrative of the Irish 
Society”? — Yes. 

242. Does not this report say that on the 9th 
of November 1614, £; Precepts were issued by 
the Society to the 12 Companies for certificates 
of their works and operations, and the Companies 
made their returns pursuant to the Society’s re- 
quisition ” ? — Y es. 

243. I notice also that “ directions were given 
to the Companies to repair the churches on 
several proportions, and so furnish the ministers 
with a Bible, Book of Common Prayer, and a 
Communion cup ”? — Yes. 

244. This historical account is exactly confir- 
matory of the first. You have copies of each of 
these books, I presume ?— I have at the office. 

245. So far as you know, there is no contra- 
diction in Sir Charles Reed’s report of this official 
report? — No. 

246. Do you know anything of the action of 
the Skinners’ Company v. the Irish Society ? — I 
have read of the trial that took place. 

0.146. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

247. I find in Sir Charles Reed’s book that 
there was a Bill in Chancery filed on the 16th of 
July 1832. That was, roughly speaking, an ac- 
tion of the Skinners’ Company to obtain certain 
profits from the fisheries which the Irish Society 
claimed as their own ? — Yes. 

248. That wa3 an action in the Rolls Court, 
and the judgment was given by the Master of the 
Rolls, Lord Langdale, in the following words, on 
the 19th of November 1838 : “ I am of opinion 
that the powers granted to the Society and the 
trust reposed in them were of a general and pub- 
lic nature, independent of the private benefit of 
the Companies of London.” So far as you remem- 
ber, are those the words of the judgment? — I 
think they are. 

249. There was an appeal to the House of 
Lords, and the judgment of the House of Lords 
I have in full. The judgment of the Ho.ise of 
Lords was given on the 8th of August 1845, so 
that about seven years seem to have elapsed be- 
tween the judgment of the Master of the Rolls 
and the appeal. I think the House of Lords 
confirmed the judgment of Lord Langdale? — 
They did. 

250. In the judgment of the Lord Chancellor, 
Lord Lyndhursl, there is the following passage: 
“It appears that this proposition was acceded to 
by the greater part of the Companies ; two, I be- 
lieve, ultimately declined, aud the rights of those 
two became vested in the Corporation. This was 
the state of things previous to the grant of the 
charter. In the year 1613 the charter was granted 
by James I. Bv that charter the Company which 
had been established for the purpose of superin- 
tending, directing, and managing this property 
was converted into a corporation. By the char- 
ter they were created a corporation by the style 
set forth in the charter, and as they are usually 
styled, the Irish Society ; that was the first part 
of the charter. The charter then went on to con- 
vey the whole of the property in question to the 
Irish Society ; and the charter went on to fulfil, 
with some variations which bad been previously 
agreed to, the stipulations contained in those 
articles to which I have referred.” Those are 
the words, I think ? — Yes. 

251. When you go a little further the his- 
torical account is that the Charter of Charles II. 
confirms the Charter of James I., and the judg- 
ment continues as follows : “ That charter 
recited the promise of restitution by Charles I., 
and it went on to say that the intention was 
to replace the parties in their former position, 
precisely in the same way as if nothing had been 
done ” ? — Yes. 

252. Then Lord Lynd hurst puts the question 
as follows : “ Now the question is this, under 
those circumstances in what situation does the 
Irish Society stand? Are they trustees for 
these Companies for the private interest and 
advantage and benefit of these Companies, or are 
they trustees for public objects? If they are 
trustees for public objects and public purposes, 
it is quite clear that this suit cannot be main- 
tained, and the sole question therefore, as a general 
question, is to determine from all the circum- 
stances arising out of these transactions in which 
character they stand. If they are mere trustees 
for the private benefit of the Companies, their 

B private 
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private advantage, then the suit is properly in- 
stituted ; if, on the other hand, they are trustees 
for public objects, — or if they are (if I may so 
eay) public officers who have important public 
duties to perform, anil if those funds which 
they hold are applicable to the discharge of 
those public duties: if they have a discretion 
as to the extent and manner in which they shall 
apply them ; in that case it is quite clear that 
this suit cannot be maintained in the shape in 
which it is instituted at the instance of these 
Companies, or of this Company, the Skinners’ 
Company.” Then he goes on to say : “ Now for 
the purpose of deciding this question, an impor- 
tant question, it is material to consider what 
was the object of this plantation, and what was 
the object of this grant. It was a great public 
object ; it was for the purpose of providing for 
the settlement of this district, which had been 
laid waste in consequence of the rebellion; it 
was to introduce civilisation and order into that 
district ; it was to provide for the establishment 
there, and the maintenance of the Protestant 
religion.” Then he goes on to 6ay, referring to 
the charters : “ Nobody reading them, and refer- 
ring also to the other documents which are 
printed in the volume on your Lordships’ Table, 
can doubt for a moment that the objects were 
public objects of the greatest possible impor- 
tance.” Then he says later on : “ They have 
to provide for the Protestaut religion, the 
Protestant establishment in that district. That 
is not a temporary, but a permanent object. 
And with the establishment of religion in that 
district, they have also to superintend and take 
care of that which is closely and intimately 
connected with religion, and a part of if, if I may 
so describe it ; namely, the education of the in- 
habitants of the district.” Then lower down 
he says : “ The next question, my Lords, is, 
whether these funds are applicable to those 
objects. With respect to that, my Lords, 
no doubt can be entertained. The Irish Society 
was established for the purpose of effecting and 
superintending those important objects ; expense 
must, of necessity, have been incurred for those 
purposes; they bad no other funds but the 
funds arising out of this grant. The. grant was 
given, and was given on the condition of those 
duties being performed.” Then, further on, 

Z in he says : “ My Lords, the result of all 
se observations is this : that the objects are 
public and important ; that they were consti- 
tuted for the purpose of carrying these objects 
into effect; that those objects are still in existence; 
that the funds of this district are applicable to 
those purposes ; that they have a discretion to 
exercise as to what extent they will apply those 



Mr. Lea — continued 

funds, and to what objects. If that be so, my 
Lorde, they are public officers invested with 
a public trust, having a right to apply those 
funds in discharge of that public trust.” Then 
afterwards he saye, “ Again, my Lords, with 
respect to the permanence of those objects, when 
it is said that those objects were in a few years 
accomplished, and that those public trusts ceased, 
we must look at the Charter of Charles II., as 
giving at once a denial to that allegation.” 
Then he recites a few of the reasons, and he 
says, “ That charter was published fifty years 
after the Charter of James I.; and in that 
charter it is stated that the object of the incor- 
poration at that time, in the year 1662, is for the 
further and better settling and planting of the 
said county, towns, and places with trade and in- 
habitants. So that not only from general reason- 
ing arising out of the nature of their duty, from 
their constitution, but from the very terms of 
the charter it appears that the idea that this was 
a mere transitory duty is wholly unfounded, and 
it appears that at that time there was still much 
of the 6ame duty remaining to be performed as 
was required to be performed at the time when 
the original charter was granted. Now, my 
Lords, if that be so, the conclusion I come to 
appears to me to be irresistible ; they are public 
officers, they have public duties to perform of an 
important kind. By the terms of the Charter of 
Charles II., independently of any general 
reasoning, this property is given to them for 
these very purposes ; they have applied it for 
these purposes. After they have satisfied the 
urposes, which purposes are entirely' in their 
iscretion, they have been in the habit of 
paying over the surplus funds, in round sums 
I think it is stated ; but, however, they have 
paid over the surplus funds to the different 
Companies in proportion to their original con- 
tributions, but that depends entirely on the 
will of the Society, I mean as to the amount. 
They are to exercise their judgment as to what 
is necessary for the performance of their public 
duties, and after they have satisfied those duties, 
after they have applied to public objects what, 
in their judgment, in the fair exercise of that 
judgment, is necessary for those objects, then it 
is, and then only, that the surplus which remains 
subject to their discretion has been usually paid 
over to the companies ” ; and then the Lord 
Chancellor moved that the House affirms the 
judgment of Lord Langdale, and Lord Campbell 
in equally strong language concurs with Lord 
Lyndhurst. Is that correct ? — I assume so. 

253. The judgment was affirmed with costs, 
was it not? — Yes. 
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Friday, 2 6th July 1889. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Lord Elcho. 

Sir John Ellis. 
Colonel Laurie. 



Mr. Lea. 

Sir William Marriott. 
Sir Richard Temple. 



The Right Honourable Sir WILLIAM MARRIOTT, in the Chair. 



Dr. Freshfield, on behalf of the Mercers’ 
Company, inquired whether the Committee 
had come to any decision with regard to the 
application which he had made at their 
former sitting, that the Company should be re- 
presented by Counsel before the Committee. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee 
had discussed the matter, and had determined 
that for the present the City Companies 
should not be allowed to appear by Counsel ; 
but that if during the future proceedings it 
became necessary the Committee would con- 
sider the application again. 



Dr. Freshficld then asked whether he 
might suggest to the members of the Com- 
mittee any questions which it occurred to 
him should be put to the witnesses. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee 
could not accede to the request. 

Mr. Pritt, on behalf of the Fishmongers’ 
Company, applied that that Company should 
be allowed to be represented by Counsel. 

The Chairman etated that the answer 
which he had already given to Dr. Fresh- 
field also applied in this case. 



Mr. Durie Miller, sworn ; and further Examined. 



Mr. Lea. 

2/54. I think you said that the Companies paid 
40,000 l. for the property ? — In the first instance 
they did. 

255. Was it paid through the Irish Society ?— 
It was paid to the treasurer of the Corporation, 
I believe. 

256. I think you said that there was a further 
sum given? — Yes. 

257. Could you give me the date at which that 
further sum was given ?— The particulars are all 
written out carefully, and the solicitor promised 
to have them here, but he is not here at present. 

258. You do not know the date, as a matter of 
fact? — 1 do not know the dates. They are in 
different payments. 

Sir John Ellis. 

259. You will have that information here pre- 
sently ? — Yes, in writing. 

Mr. Lea. 

260. I asked you also whether you could 
furnish the Committee with copies of the indem- 
nities that were given to the Irish Society when 
the estates were sold ; are you able to do so ? — I 
have searched for those indemnities, and I cannot 
find them. 

261. This is the book which we referred to 
on the former occasion (“ Concise History of the 
Irish Society ”) ; would you mind reading, for 
the benefit of the Committee the paragraph that 
I have marked, with reference to the indemnities 
that I wanted to see ?—“ The Masters and War- 

0.146. 
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dens of the Goldsmiths’ Company represented 
to the Society that they had agreed to sell their 
manor of Goldsmiths’ Hall to the Right honour- 
able the Earl of Shelburne for 14,100 /. ; but 
being advised that they could not make a proper 
conveyance without the concurrence of the 
Society, they requested the Society to join with 
them in making a title to the said Earl, which 
they consented to do upon being indemnified.” 

Sir Richard Temple. 

262. From whom is that indemnity ? — From 
the Goldsmiths’ Company. 

Mr. Lea. 

263. That indemnity you cannot produce ? — 
No, I cannot. I have now a statement of the 
further payments which gives the full informa- 
tion that was asked for. 

[The Statement was read as follows : — 3 

N.B. —The dates in this statement are “ old 
style,” according to which the year began 
on the 25th March. 

“ Statement as to the manner in which the 
sums of money expended by the Corporation of 
London on the new plantation in Ulster were 
levied on the City Companies. 

“ By an Act of Common Council dated the 
22nd December 1609, it was ordered that the 
sum to be expended by the City on the new 
plantation should be the sum of 20,000 /. In 
pursuance of this order, on the 9th January 

b 2 1609, 
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1609, a notice was sent round to the various 
City Companies (specified in the Schedule 
hereto) ordering them to pay the sum of 5,000 l. 
in the proportions therein mentioned to Mr. 
Cornelius Fish, the Chamberlain of the City, 
before the 25th March next, and a subsequent 
notice was sent to the companies ordering them 
to pay a further sum of 5,000 /. in the same pro- 
portions as before to the Chamberlain before the 
25th March 1610. 

“ Objection appears to have been taken to the 
proportions in which the before-mentioned sums 
of 5,000 l. and 5,000 l. were levied on the City 
Companies, and by an Act of Common Council 
dated the 19th March 1609, it was ordered that 
for the two latter payments of the sum of 
10,000 1. (residue of the said sura of 20,000 /.) 
a special Common Council should be called, and 
some other course taken for the levying of the 
two latter payments, whereby the companies 
that had been over rated should he relieved, and 
the companies that had been under rated should 
be augmented and increased. A new basis of 
levying appears to have been then prepared, and 
tbe two payments of 5,000 1. and 5,000 l. made 
according thereto. 

*•' By an Act of Common Council dated 10th 
July 1611. after stating that the 20,000/. pre- 
viously raised for the purposes of the new planta- 
tion was almost expended, it was ordered that a 
present' taxation should be made of the further 
sum of 10,000/., according to the late allotment 
and proportion, by which the last moiety of the 

20.000 /. bad been raised, and that 5,000 /. thereof 
should be paid before the 10th August 1611 to 
Mr. Coruelious Fish, the Chamberlain of the 
City, and the residue should be paid when 
ordered. 

“By an extract from the reportaries of the 
proceedings of the Court of Aldermen, held on 
the 15 th September 1611, it appears that the 
Coopers and Brownbakers certified they were 
unwilling to yield to the last mentioned sum of 
10,000/., but were content to lose the moneys 
they had previously disbursed, and it was ordered 
that the City should pay the said levies instead 
of them, and should receive all profits due or to 
become due to such two companies by the plan- 
tation. 

“ By an Act of Common Council dated 30th 
April 1613, after stating that all moneys formerly 
levied for tbe purpose of the new plantation bad 
been expended, it was ordered that a present 
taxation according to the last allotment and pro- 
portion should be made of 10,000 /. more, above 
the sum of 30,000 /. before raised, and that the 
said sum of 10,000 /. should he paid before the 
31st day of May 1613 to Mr. Fish, the Chamber- 
lain of the City. 

“ With a view to the partition of the estates 
(except the City of Londonderry, and the 4,000 
acres thereto, the town of Coleraine, and the 

3.000 acres thereto, the ferries, and the fishings) 
Mr. Alderman Smithes and Mr. Springham were 
sent over to the new plantation to divide the 
estates into 12 parts, and they made their report 
of the division they had made to the Common 
Council on the 15th October 1613. At a meeting 
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of the Common Council held.on the 1.7th December 

1613, such 12 parts of the estate were divided 
among the 12 chief companies by lot, and ia 
order to make up a full 12 th part of the sum of 

40,000 /. (which was the whole amount then con- 
tributed by the companies) to each of such of the 
chief companies as had not contributed a 12th 
part certain of the inferior companies were joined 
to such company, so that their united contribu- 
tions amounted to a 12th part of 40,000/. 
(3,333 /. 6 s. 8 cl.) And similarly where the sum 
contributed by any company exceeded a 12th 
part of 40,000 /., such company was joined to 
some other company for the overplus. The 
manner in which this was done is shown in the 
1st part of the Schedule thereto. 

“ By an Act of Common Council, dated 17th 
December 1613, after staling that all the moneys 
previously levied for the purpose of the new 
plantation wore expended, and that notwith*- 
standing the companies had their particular 
shares to be managed by them severally, a further 
supply must be made for tbe general work, for 
the building of the rest of the towns and fortifi- 
cations, which was to be done at the general 
charge, it was ordered that a present taxation 
according to the last allotment and proportion, 
should be made of the sum of 5,000 /., and that 
such sum of 5,000/. should be paid before the 
1st February 1614 to Mr. Fish, the Chamberlain 
of the City. 

“ By an Act of Common Council, dated 1 1th 
January 1614, after stating that all the moneys 
previously levied for the purpose of the new 
plantation were expended, it was ordered that a 
present taxation according to the last allotment 
and proportion, should be made of the sum of 
7,500/. above the sum of 45,000/. previously 
raised, and that 5,000 /., part of tbe said sum of 
7,500 /., should be paid before the 31st January 

1614, to Mr. Fish, the Chamberlain of the City, 
and the residue should be paid before the 1st 
May 1614. 

“ By an Act of Common Council, dated 18th 
October 1615, after stating that all the moneys 
previously levied for the purpose of the new 
plantation had been expended, it was ordered 
that the sum of 5,000 /. above the sum of 52,500 /. 
should be forthwith taxed upon the companies 
according to the last allotment and proportion, 
that hall thereof should be paid to Mr. Fish the 
Chamberlain of the City, before the 15th 
November 1615, and the residue before the 31st 
January next. 

“ A table of the contributions of the various 
companies, making up together tbe whole sum 
of 57,500 /. levied on them, is set out in the 2nd 
pari of the schedule hereto. 

“ Contributions of money and of wheat appear 
to have been made by certain of the companies 
in the year 1641 for tbe relief of the besieged 
city of Londonderry, and in 1689 tbe Common 
Council recommended to the 12 chief companies 
to contribute to the Irish Society the sum of 
1 00 /. each for the relief of their tenants in Lon- 
donderry whose houses had been destroyed in 
the siege, as the Irish Society had no moneys in 
hand.” 

264. If 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 

264. If I rightly understand, the whole of 
this money was raised by taxation from the 
citizens of London? — From the companies. 

265. If I understand rightly they levied a 
tax upon the owners ? — No, I do not understand 
that; I never heard that it was on the citizens, 
certainly not ; I always understood that it was 
on the companies themselves, most decidedly. 

266. It says: “a special Common Council 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

should be called, and some other course taken 
for the levying of the two latter payments.” I 
presume that the Comuiou Council represented 
the citizens of London at that time?— Not ne- 
cessarily, I think. 

267. I understood that it was a tax upon the 
citizens of London ? — I could not say for cer- 
tain, but I never imagined that it was on the 
citizens. 



The Rev. Canon Babington, sworn; and Examined. 



Chairman. 

268. Have you a living in Ireland? — I live in 
the city of Derry. I am the secretary of the 
diocese, and I am the Bishop’s Registrar. 

269. Have you had that position for a long 
long time? — I have. 

270. And you have been resident in the dio- 
cese a long time ? — I have been resident in the 
diocese all my life. 

Mr. Lea. 

271. IIow many parishes have you in the 
diocesan synod ? — One hundred and twelve alto- 
gether. 

272. Are the bulk of these parishes greatly 
interested in this question? — There are 16 pa- 
rishes in the diocese of Derry which are more or 
less interested in this question. Of course there 
are other parishes in the diocese of Armagh as 
to which 1 can give no information. 

273. I believe we shall have evidence from the 
diocese of Armagh ?■ — It will be absolutely ne- 
cessary to have the secretary of the diocese of 
Armagh and the Primate. 

274. How many years have you been in the 
county of Derry ? — I have been there 27 years 
professionally. 

275. And your experience of the companies 
is that they have given subscriptions for re- 
ligious and educational purposes ? — Exceedingly 
generously. I have had, on various occasions, 
to go before the companies and the Irish 
Society, and they have upon every occasion 
acted most generously and kindly. They might 
not have given always exactly what we wanted ; 
hut we found that afterwards they gave what 
they thought right and what was reasonable ; and 
that is exactly what puts us into our difficulty at 
the present time, some holding that they were 
so generous in the past, that it was probable that 
they would deal generously now when they were 
leaving us ; those that were leaving us ; and 
others saying that if we did rrot make our case 
plain the companies would very likely go away, 
and not make up for anything that they had 
given us in the past. Some wished that there 
should be public meetings held in order to give 
expression to the opinion in Ireland, and others 
deprecated that course ; so that we were put in 
great difficulty, and when the Committee met 
the Diocesan Synod thought it light that they 
should be represented here and state what the 
companies had done for the parishes in the diocese. 

276. As I understand the maintenance and the 
existence of the churches and schools depend 
upon the grants that you have received ? — Yes, 
0.146. 



Mr. Lea — ;Continued. 

certainly. In some of the parishes if the grants 
were withdrawn, the churches would actually be 
shut up. In others the income would be so 
small that it would be impossible for any clergy- 
man to be maintained there. 

277. Do schools receive money grams from 
the companies? — Yes, all the companies sub- 
sidized the schools largely. 

278. That was considerably lessened at a certain 
time, was it not ? — On some of the estates it was ; 
on other estates it was not. The Draper’s Com- 
pany rather withdrew some of the generous 
donations that they gave for dispensaries and 
schools, and reorganised them or else abandoned 
them altogether. For instance, when I was a 
curate first the Draper’s Company paid a doctor 
for their tenants, and kept a dispensary for 
them. 

279. How many years ago would that be? — 
It was kept up 27 years ago when I was there ; 

I was there six years and it continued during 
that time, but after I left it was discontinued. 

Chairman. 

280. Can you give us the date when it was 
discontinued ? — 1 cannot give you the exact date 
when it was discontinued. I left the place when 
it was discontinued. 

Mr. Lea. 

281. Do you think it would be about the year 
1871 ? — It was after that. 

282. The Church was disestablished in 1871, 
was it not? — Yes. 

283. And upon that, action was taken by the 
City companies in reference to the disestablish- 
ment of the Church? — Yes; I have a copy of a 
resolution which was passed by our managing 
body which was to this effect: “That the 
secretary be directed to forward through the 
agents of the several London companies, copies 
of the scheme adopted by the late Diocesan 
Synod, for the future sustentation of the Church 
in the dioceses,- with an offer on the part of the 
council to send a deputation or to furnish any 
additional information that may be required.” 
On that wc sent our diocesan plan for sustenta- 
tion, which was drawn by a professional actuary 
and approved of by the legal committee of the 
representative body of which Dr. Ball and 
Judge Longfield and other gentlemen were mem- 
bers. The plan of that scheme was this (not to 
enter into any technicalities) ; that we had left 
to us the vested interests of the clergy, that is to 
say, the clergymen who were in their places at 

b 3 the 
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Mr. Leu— continued. 

the time of disestablishment, and who remained 
there receiving their annuities. It was plain 
that, as Iona as they were there we did not require 
to give them any security that any of the sub- 
criptions by the parishes would be allocated as a 
capital sum. The 110 parisltes in Derry and 
Raphoe joined together and agreed to contribute 
a certain sum annually which when capitalised 
would when the last annuitant died leave a cer- 
tain capital sum, the interest of which would be 
for income for the future clergy. The parishes 
agreed that every parish was to get a portion of 
that interest as augmentation as long as they 
paid what we called their assessment. Any 
parish that paid 50 /. was to get 50 Z. additional ; 
and for every 3 Z. additional that a parish paid 
we gave them 2 l. additional out of that aug- 
mentation ; that is to say, if a parish paid 80 Z. a 
year their clergyman would get 150 l. a year, 
and so on. 

Chairman. 

284. You paid 2 l. to their 3 1.1 — "We paid 2 1. 
to their 3 Z. after the first 50 Z. But it was an 
understood thing that any parish that did not 
keep up its assessment lost income to the amount 
that it dropped in the assessment. It was a 
regular tontine, and part of the bargain was that 
they were all to pay pro rata and to continue the 
payment pro rata , and that if they did not they 
were to suffer loss accordingly. We went to the 
companies and stated this fact, and on the estates 
some of them gave us capital sums down, and no 
annual money ; some of them gave a capital sum 
and an annual payment as well ; and some of 
them gave no. capital sum, but gave us annual 
payments only. Two companies sold who were 
giving us annual sums, and they gave a capital 
sum of money in lieu of that. The Clothworkers 5 
Company gave us 100 Z. a year for the several 
parishes on that estate ; when they sold they 
gave 1,500 Z. down, and they bound Sir Hervey 
Bruce to keep up the charity for schools and 
other things for 10 years. 

285. When did the Clothworkers’ Company 
sell? — It must have been very soon after 1872, 
if not in 1872. 

286. And then they gave a capital sura of 
1,500 Z. ? — They gave a capital sum of 1,500 Z. in 
lieu of this 100 Z. a year, and bound Sir Hervey 
Bruce to keep up all the charities for schools and 
other things for ten years. Then Sir Hervey 
Bruce came, and he said, “ I will take care of 
these parishes.” 

287. Sir Hervey Bruce being the purchaser? 
— Exactly. 

288. And they bound him for ten years to 
keep up all the charities that they had paid 
themselves ?— Yes, I think all. 

Colonel Laurie. 

289. Do you know when they sold ?— I think 
I can tell by a letter that I have. 

Sir John Ellis. 

290. That 1,500 Z. was in lieu of 100 Z. a year? 
— Yes, but in addition binding Sir Hervey Bruce 
to keep up the charities for ten years ; but as a 
matter of fact, Sir Hervey Bruce is keeping up 
the charities beyond that. 



Sir Richard Temple. 

291. Then you have no claim upon the Cloth- 
workers’ Company? — No, certainly not. 

Chairman. 

292. You and those whom you represent were 
satisfied with this settlement ? — I wrote a letter 
of thanks to them at the time, and I am not going 
back upon it. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

293. But do I rightly understand that you 
have now no claim upon them ? — We have now 
no claim. The letter from the agent of the 
Clothworkers’ Company giving us this money, 
was written on the 9th November 1871. 

Colonel Laurie. 

294. That is when the sale took place no 
doubt ? — Yes, it must have taken place. 

Chairman. 

295. And you wrote n letter acknowledging it, 
and showing your satisfaction? — The letter to 
the Bishop enclosing a cheque for the money is 
dated the 27th of December 1871; the letter to 
me from the agent to say that the money was 
going to be paid is dated the 9th of November 
1871. Then the Grocers’ Company, who we 
thought behaved rather meanly to us all round, 
only gave 10 1. a year to each of three parishes on 
the estate towards the assessment. 

296. What date was this? — It was in 1870 
that they gave us this subscription. 

297. What hud they given before that? — They 
had given nothing before that at all, so far as we 
were concerned. 

Colonel Laurie. 

298. Had they only three parishes on the 
estate ? — They had only three very large parishes 
on that estate. 

Chairman. 

299. To whom was this 10 Z. given? — That 
was given for the purpose of this income that I 
have been speaking about. 

300. To the Ecclesiastical fund, as it were ? 
— To the Ecclesiastical fund (I cannot tell you 
the exact date) when they sola their estate, but 
they gave each of those parishes 250 Z., in lieu of 
their 10 Z., which at 4 per cent, (that being the 
rate at which we invest our money) produced 
10 Z. a year; that made 750 1. altogether. Iu 
addition to that it is right to say that the Grocers’ 
Company provided in some measure, not alto- 
gether 1 , a glebe house which was wanting in one 
of these parishes. They gave a house that they 
had. They did not altogether provide a glebe 
house ; the parish had to give something towards 
it. Both those companies are gone. 

Mr. Lea. 

301. Your experience is that some companies 
behave more liberally than others ? — The 
Drapers’ Company are connected with two dio- 
ceses, the diocese of Derry, and the diocese of 
Armagh, and the Salters’ Company are also con- 
nected with those two dioceses. The Mercers’ 
Company, which is connected altogether, I think, 
with the diocese of Derry, has behaved extremely 
generously. 

302. I may 
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Chairman. Mr. Lea — continued. 



302. I may take it that you have no fault to 
find with those two companies, the Cloth workers’ 
Company and the Grocers’ Company ?— With 
reference to the Clothworkers’ Company I have 
not a word to say against them. In the case of 
the Grocers’ Company I have not a word to say 
against the way in which they provided for the 
subscription that they gave ; but we thought at 
the time that, considering the property they had, 
the subscription was very small. 

Sir John Ellis. 

303. Did they provide for any other con- 
tingency beyond the 10 7., which I understand 
was for Church purposes ? — I think not. 

Lord Elcho. 

304. It was 30 /. a year, was it not ? — £. 30 
a year ; 10 7. for each parish. 

Sir John Ellis. 

305. Did they provide for no other charities 
for schools or dispensaries ? — I do not know 
that. 

Mr. Lea. 

306. You have no great experience of the 
Grocers’ Company ? — 1 was curate, and I am 
curate, of one of the parishes connected with 
them, the largest parish, Glendermot; but I do 
not know that they gave anything towards the 
schools of that parish ; they certainly did not 
give anything to any school that I had any con- 
nection with. 

307. But it was customary for the companies 
generally to give money to schools ? — Yes, they 
gave large grants to subsidise schools. 

308. What will happen to the schools which 
have received grants if the companies di-continue 
their grants ? — Some of them must be given up 
altogether, as Mr. Newland will be able to tell 
the Committee 5 and in every case they will be 
crippled most tremendously in their resources 4 
we shall not be able to get the masters and mis- 
tresses that we are getting at the present time. 

Chairman. 

309. What do the other companies give ? — The 
Drapers’ Company gave us a capital sum of 525 1., 
and they give us 90 l. a year for various parishes. 

310. ’W hen did they give the capital sum ? — 
In 1871. 

Colonel Laurie. 

31 1. How many parishes have they ? — Four in 
the diocese of Derry. I am only speaking now 
of the diocese of Derry ; in order to get the in- 
formation for Armagh you should examine the 
secretary of the diocese of Armagh. 

312. And the 90. / a-year is for four parishes 
in the diocese which you represent? - Yes. 

Mr. Lea. 

313. Only for Church purposes ? — That is only 
for the assessment, as we call it. 

3 14. They gave large sums besides for building 
churches and other things, did they not? — Yes, 
they behaved very handsomely indeed. Only 
the other day they gave a grant towards a church 
that was built in Draper’s Town, the town that 

0.146. 



is called after their names. The resident land- 
lord also has paid paid a large sum of money, 
and they built a very handsome church. 

Chairman. 

315. Have they sold any of their property ? — 

I do not know whether the sales are completed ; 
but it was one of those that applied to be sold. 

Mr. Lea. 

316. It was sold under the Ashbourne Act? 

— Yes. Then the Fishmongers’ Company gave 
us 1,000 7. for the parishes on their estate. They 
did move than that, though 1 have not any ac- 
count of it all because it does not come before 
me ; they insured the life of the clergyman of 
the parish, that is to sav, the annuitant, the man 
who had his income under Mr. Gladstone’s Act, 
so that when he died there would be a capital 
sum there to assist in providing the income for 
the parish ; but that does not come into my ac- 
counts, and I do not even know the sum that he 
ie assured for. 

Colonel Laurie. 

317. Do they give an annual income as well, 
or only a capital sum ? — No annual income comes 
to me from them. 

318. IIow many parishes have they? — They 
gave to four parishes. 

319. And the 1,000 7. was distributed amongst 
them, I suppose? — It was. The Mercers’ Com- 
pany gave to the parishes on their estate a capital 
sura of 1,594 7., and they give 1407. a year to 
five parishes. 

320. Have they sold? — There has been no 
intimation at all about the Mercers’ Company 
selling in any way, nor have they intimated in 
any way any withdrawal or change in their dona- 
tions. The Ironmongers’ Company gave us a 
capital sum of 485 7., and they pay 30 7. to one 
parish annually. 

321. How many parishes have they? — There 
are three parishes altogether that they gave a 
capital sum to, and they gave 30 7. to one parish. 
In addition to that, the Ironmongers’ Company 
have assisted with reference to the purchase of 
glebe bouses, but I do know what it was that 
they gave : it was given to the parishes. The 
Skinners’ Company gave to seven' parishes 150 7. 
a year. 

Chairman . 

322. Did the give any capital sunt? — They 
gave no capital sum. They are selling, and they 
are the company who have intimated the with- 
drawal of their grants to schools and other pur- 
poses. 

323. Have they withdrawn any grants ? — I do 
not know whether they have withdrawn finally 
any grants to schools yet, but they have inti- 
mated that they would withdraw. 

324. They are selling, and they have intimated 
their intention of withdrawing their subscrip- 
tions? — They have not intimated to me their 
intention of withdrawing their subscriptions to 
the Paribh Sustentation Fund, but they have in- 
timated their intention of withdrawing grants 
from schodlB, and they have already withdrawn 
grants from provident funds, and things of that 

B 4 description. 
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Chairman — continued. 

description, but you will get that from the wit- 
ness that is to follow me. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

325. Are these sales being made upon the 
application of the tenants? — T could not tell 
that. 

326. Are they under the Ashbourne Act ? — 
Yes. 

Colonel Laurie. 

327. Have they intimated their intention of 
withdrawing these grants entirely or in part ? — 
I think in the cases where they have withdrawn 
it is an entire withdrawal. I have no intimation 
as to the 150 1. a year. They would not say 
when they have been approached about it in an 
informal way and in a formal way too, by depu- 
tation and otherwise, what they will do for us in 
any way. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

328. Do you say that the Skinners’ Company 
have withdrawn or not? — They have withdrawn 
their subscriptions to some of the charitable 
funds to which they had given, and we are 
apprehensive when they have withdrawn from 
some of them that they are going to withdraw 
from all of them. They will not tell us that 
they will not do it. We have put it before 
them. 

Mr. Lea. 

329. Have you sought an interview with the 
Skinners’ Company ? — I have not, but a. depu- 
tation sought an interview with them, and the 
deputation did not get an interview. I do not 
know whether the company blamed the depu- 
tation, but the deputation blamed the company. 

330. I think the Salters’ Company was asked 
to receive a deputation consisting of the Primate, 
the Duke of Abercorn, the Bishop of Derry, and 
other gentlemen ? — Yes. 

331. And they refused to receive them?- — 
That was- what was reported ; they did not 
receive them. 

Chairman. 

332. You cannot speak of your own knowledge 
as to that ? — No, I was not on the deputation, 
and, therefore,. I cannot say. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

333. Where was the deputation? — They came 
to London. 

Mr. Lea. 

334. Do you know that the Presbyterian 
-Church also asked the Salters’ Company to 
receive a deputation? — I only heard common 
report ; I cannot speak to it from personal know- 
ledge. The Salters’ Company is the last com- 
pany that I have. I do not know whether the 
Salters’ Company have a very small interest in 
our diocese, but they deal with us as if they had, 
because they only give ns 15 7. a year, 10/. to 
one parish and 5 1. to another. I do not say this 
from my own knowledge, but from the report of 
the Armagh Council. They give 245 l. a year 
in that diocese. But I think I had better leave 
that to be dealt with by some other witness. I 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

am only accounting for what seems to be a small 
subscription in the diocese of Derry from this 
company, but it would not be fair to say that they 
only give 15 l. a year to the Church, when I know 
by the report of the Armagh Council that they 
give 245 l. a year in that diocese. 

Colonel Laurie. 

335. How many parishes have they in your 

diocese? — Two. The Salters’ Company may 

give to another parish, an account of which I 
have not got. The treasurer never tells me who 
does pay to him or who does not, he sends me a 
lump sum every year. I know that a large por- 
tion of the parish of Castledawson is on that 
estate, and I cannot tell you whether they pay 
or not. 

336. You speak of these properties as being 
artly in the diocese of Armagh and partly in the 
iocese of Derry ; is part of the county of Lon- 
donderry in the diocese of Armagh ? — Yes, it is. 

337- Of course the lands are all in the county 
of Derry, but part of Londonderry is in the 
diocese of Armagh ? — It is. 

Chairman. 

338. Have you anything else to tell the Com- 
mittee with regard to the Salters’ Company ? — 
The Salters’ Company have sold. 

Mr. Lea. 

339. They sold under the Ashbourne Act, did 
they not ? — They did. 

340. That Act passed in 1885, did it not? — 
Yes; the sales are only just completed. I see 
that the agent in sending me money in 1883 
says, that it is “ towards the sustentation of the 
following parishes in which they have a small 
holding ; ” so that they evidently have only a 
small interest in those parishes. 

Chairman. 

341. What has been the result of the sale ? — 
At first they intimated, not to me but to parties 
connected with the parishes, that they intended 
to withdraw their contributions ; but they recon- 
sidered that and they have not done so up to the 
present time. Their letter to the diocese of 
Armagh is as follows: “31st May 1888. I am 
desired by the Salters’ Company to inform you 
that after mature deliberation the companies at 
present remaining associated in the manor of Sal, 
County Derry, Ireland, have resolved, subject 
annually to the consideration and resolution of 
the associated companies to continue the grant 
of 245 l. to the Church of Ireland Sustentation 
Fund iu respect of the parishes of Magherafelt, 
75 7.; Woods, 60 7.; Ballyeglish, 55 7.; Ballin- 
derry, 407.; Desertlyn, 10 7.; Tamlight, 5 7., in 
your diocese, and that this grant shall be in lieu 
of the final capital sum which the companies pro- 
posed to contribute by way of donation, in place 
of all future annual subscriptions.” 

342. Then I gather from that that they pro- 
pose to give a lump sura of 250 7. ? — They did 
propose to give it, but this seems as if they did 
not quite intend to do that. Then the letter 
goes on to say : “ This grant will be made upon 
the condition laid down when the subscription 
was voted in 1871, viz., that each parish to which 
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Chairman — continued. 

the grant shall be made, do contribute to the 
fund a sum at least equal in amount to the com- 
panies’ grant; and that satisfactory proof that 
this has been done be furnished to tne Salters’ 
Company before their contribution is paid.” I 
got a letter exactly the same as that, merely 
changing the terms of it to suit our diocese. 

343. They allow 250 l. now ? — They allow 
245 /. to the diocese of Armagh. 

344. Do they propose to give a lump sum in 
lieu of that? — That was the proposal that we 
heard. 

345. There would be no objection to that, I 
suppose ? — There would be no objection to that : 
it would be a satisfactory arrangement. 

Mr. Lea. 

346. You do not answer for the diocese of 
Armagh ? — I do not. I merely read that letter 
because the letter that I got from the company 
has gone into some other hands, and I cannot 
find to whom I sent it. 

Chairman. 

347. The grants to parishes in your diocese 
would be only 15 l. a year ?— Only 15/. a year. 

348. And they would give a capital sum for 
that ? — They would. 

349. Have you any reason to suppose that 
they will not do so ? — They have shifted so often 
that we are in great doubt about it. 

350. And you naturally want that to be as- 
sured ?— We do. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

351. What is the meaning of the term “ Asso- 
ciated Companies ”? —The Drapers’ Company, 
for instance, is the head company that owns these 
estates; but with them there are a number of 
other companies, I do not know what they may 
be called, they are smaller companies which join 
with them. We in Ireland do not know anything 
about that. 

Chairman. 

352. Have you any fault to find with what 
any of these companies have done up to now : — 
I do not know what the local feeling may be, but 
we took the money and made our arrangements 
accordingly. We had to ask each parish what 
they were going to give towards the sustentation 
fund, how it was to be raised, what the number 
of their families was, because of course we had 
to assure ourselves that we were certain of 
getting those subscriptions every year and that 
there was likely to be no falling off'. 

353. I suppose you get some subscriptions 
from other landlords ? — Yes. 

354. Compared with the contributions of other 
landlords, are the contributions of the companies 
liberal or not ? —I think they are much the same. 
Of course, in the county of Derry, owing to the 
fact of the estates being held by the companies, 
we have not so many resident landlords. You 
would expect perhaps that the resident landlords, 
having an interest there and living on the spot, 
"would be likely to be more generous than gen- 
tlemen living far away. 

355. But as a matter of fact were the resident 
l) TAG* more generous than the Companies ? — 
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Chairman — continued. 

I think they were a little ; I think they would 
compare pretty favourably with the Companies. 

356. You think that they gave rather more in 
proportion to their incomes than the Companies 
give ?— Yes. Another observation, which I think 
it is fair to make, is that where we had an agent 
who was very anxious about matters, and who 
was kindly and considerate to the people, and all 
that, and anxious to see things thriving, we did 
better with those companies than we did with 
companies whose agents did not take that in- 
terest: in fact, we were greatly helped by a 
local agent having an interest. 

357. But, I suppose, the Companies have local 
agents throughout Derry ? — Every company that 
has had estates there has hnd a local agent. 

358. And those agents you found very easy to 
deal with and very considerate? — Some of them. 

359. Not all? — Not all. 

360. Have you any complaints to make against 
any of these Companies? — Yes, the Grocers’ 
Company we complain of greatly. 

Mr. Lea. 

361. The Salters’ Company you have had 
practically no experience of? — Except for that 
small grant. 

Chairman. 

362. The Grocers’ Company have never given 
you a capital sum ? — They gave us a capital sum 
in lieu oi the 30 1. 

Colonel Laurie. 

363. And they purchased a glebe house ? — 
They partly provided a glebe house. 

Chairman. 

364. In your opinion, and in the opinion of 
those who act with you, theirs was rather a 
shabby contribution? — 1 thought it a shabby 
contribution to my own parish, in which I am 
interested, of course. 

365. Does that apply to any of the other Com- 
panies? — No. 

Colonel Laurie. 

366. You were contrasting the amounts given 
by the Companies with the amounts given by 
landlords ; I take it that the Companies have 
always been ready to give good donations to 
churches, and matters of that sort ? — I consider 
that the Companies have dealt very generously 
in the management of their estates. Whenever 
we went before them I never know them hold 
back when they thought it was a right thing to 
give. Of course, sometimes we could not 
persuade them that the application that we made 
was a proper application ; but when they found 
that it was a proper application, and decided to 
assist us, they always assisted us generously. 

367. And they were generous in their dona- 
tions ? — They were. 

368. Were they more or less generous than 
landed proprietors generally would be? — I should 
think that the landed proprietors living on the 
estates, and having an interest, and knowing 
exactly what was going on, if they could afford 
it, would probably give quite as much as the 
Companies, if not more; but it would be in- 
vidious to make a comparison. 

C 369. Still 
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Colonel Laurie — continued. 

369. Still they have been generous in these 
matters ? — They have. 

370. I am not speaking so much of the Susten- 
tatiou F und, but of donations to building churches 
and matters of that sort ? — In every case except 
one that I am acquainted with, I think the Com- 
panies did more generously than the landlords 
would have done for building churches. They 
built a very fine church in Kilrea at their own 
cost. 

Chairman. 

371. Have you anything further to add? — l 
think that it would be well for me to say that the 
income of the parishes on the estates of these 
Companies under our financial scheme amounts 
to 2,955 I. 

372. That is for the whole of the Companies? 
— Thai is the income of the parishes. 

373. Is that the income that these Companies 
get out of the parishes ? — No, the income paid to 
the clergy of the parishes situated on these com- 
panies’ estates amounts to 2,955 l. 

374. That is in how many parishes ? — In 16 
parishes. The Companies contribute 428 7. a-year 
towards the assessment. If they withdraw their 
subscriptions from us the incomes of these parishes 
will be reduced by 746 7. a-year; that to say, 
they will Le reduced to 2,209 7. a-year ; of course 
that will act very unequally. Where a large 
subscription is given of course the reduction will 
be so large that it will, in fact, destroy the parish 
altogether. For instance, Ballynascreen receives 
40 /. a-year from the Drapers' Company, and 25 /. 
a-year from the Skinners’ Company. That is the 
assessment that we have to depend upon from 
those two Companies. If that contribution is 
withdrawn the income will be reduced from 175 7. 
to 60 7., the loss being 115 7. Of course that is a 
very serious ihing, and would, in fact, prevent 
a clergyman being in that parish at all, because 
we could not get a clergyman for 60 7. a-year, as 
any person will suppose. 

Mr. Lea. 

375. We shall have evidence as to that parish 
of Ballynascreen from Mr. Newland,shall we not? 
— No doubt. 

Chairman. 

376. lou say that the Companies contribute 
428 /., but that if they give up their contribution 
you will.be 746 7. short ?— Yes ; because, on the 
plan which I explained to you at first, these 
parishes will not only lose to the amount of the 
contribution, but they will lose the augmentation 
under the plan also. 

377. Have you any further information to give 
us at first hand?— I should like to state this for 
the information of the Committee. It is some- 
times said that if the Companies are selling (heir 
estates the tenants will be so much benefited by 
the reduction in their rent that of course they 
ought to contribute more largely, and make up 
for the loss of these contributions. We make 
out every year what each parish gives according 
to the number of its families ; and I would like 
the Committee to understand that in the north 
of Ireland, the Church of Ireland has the gentle- 
men of the country, who are not very numerous, 



Chairman — con tin tied . 

and has also the poorer population, but it has not 
the strong yeoman class, who will benefit in the 
great majority of cases by these sales. We have 
the very very small farmers to whom this purchase 
will be a very small thing indeed, and we have 
the labouring class, who will not benefit by it at 
all, but who, iu fact, will lose immensely by the 
withdrawal of money aud labour ; so that we 
caunot expect to gain anything by the sale of 
these properties from the men who will purchase. 
In fact some of the church people, who have pur- 
chased under the Salters’ Company, would not 
have purchased their property only for the hint, 
and more than the hint that was given to them, 
that these charities and things would be continued. 
In fact it will be a very serious loss and drawback 
to both education and religion in the county. 

Mr. Lea. 

378. You mentioned the subscription of the 
Salters’ Company ; there was some correspond- 
ence in reference to that in the newspapers, I 
think, and the Salters’ Company claimed that 
they were not compelled in any way to subscribe 
to charities ? — They did, and Mr. Gaussen, I 
think, put the question directly to the agent, 
whether they were going to continue the charities 
or not, and he said, “ I will not purchase my 
holding at all if they are not going to continue 
to deal generously with us ; I think it would be 
utter destruction to the country to do so and 
he stated, I believe in the “ Times ” newspaper, 
that he had a sworn deposition from the farmer 
who was present with him when the agent stated 
that they would be dealt generously with. 

379. And yet for all that the Company declare 
that they could withdraw the whole of their 
money without leaving a single penny, or with- 
out subscribing another sixpence in the county ? 
— Yes. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

380. Who is Mr. Gaussen ? — He is a gentle- 
man who lives near Magherafelt, on the estate of 
the Salters’ Company. 

Colonel Laurie. 

381. Have you -that statement from the Com- 
panies in correspondence at all ? — No. I read it 
in the “ Times ” newspaper. I did not enter into 
correspondence with the Companies on this point 
at all. The Diocesan Council desired to keep 
themselves free from entering into any such cor- 
respondence for fear of annoying or vexing any 
person, ihey left it to the local parties who are 
interested, and it was only when this Committee 
was appointed that the Council thought they had 
a chance of putting forward the claims that the 
parishes might have on account of the former 
generosity of the Companies, who in dealing 
with us in this matter have certainly acted with 
generosity, and assisted us in every way they 

Mr. Lea. 

382. I think I understand that the population 
in many parishes consists mainly of poor people ? 

383. Of the labouring class in many cases? — In 
many cases, and small iarmers connected with 

the 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON IRI8H SOCIETY AND CITY COMPANIES (IRISH ESTATES). 



19 



26 July 1889.] 



Rev. Canon Babington. 



£ Continued . 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

the Church. The strong yeoman class belong 
principally to the Presbyterian Church. 

384. We shall have evidence from the Presby- 
terians, I presume. You said just now that the 
Companies behaved generously; but I think 
you also qualified that by stating that they be- 
haved reasonably generously as ordinary land- 
owners ?— Yes ; as ordinary landowners. 

385. Rut you look upon the Companies in 
rather a different light from ordinary landowners, 
do you not ? — I do not know what has been said 
lately, and what I read in the newspapers, of 
course, upsets our theories; they may have been 
very wrong, but we always looked upon the 
Companies as trustees of the estates, and as 
acting in that light. That was our view of the 
matter. 

386. And you have heard speeches from the 
deputations of the Companies when they have 
been round on visitations, have you not? — I 
have heard after-dinner speeches from a great 
many of the Companies when I have had the 
pleasure of dining with them. 

387. What was the tone of those speeches ? — 
They always gave us, I think, more or less to 
understand that they were trustees of the estates ; 
at least it always struck upon my mind that it 
confirmed the idea in which I was brought up, 
that they were trustees. 

388. Now you are a little nstonished that they 
claim the right lo sell their estates and not leave 
a sixpence behind for the benefit of the public ? 
— Yes; I have asked a good many people 
whether it was the fact or not. 

389. You can hardly believe so badly of the 
Companies as that? — No. 

390. Do you consider that it is in accordance 
with the terms of the charters upon which they 
received their estates ? — I cannot say that I ever 
read the charters through. I think, to put it very 
tersely and shortly, that we always looked upon 
the Irish Society ns the parent society, and upon 
all the other Companies as their children, more 
or less. 

Chairman. 

391. That was the common view? — That was 
the view that the Derry people commonly held. 
Whatever the Irish Society always did and 
said, we thought the other Companies were 
rather inclined to follow suit. That seemed to 
be the common idea ; but I would like to say 
again that we never had any cause to complain, 
at least, I never had any cause to complain, 
of the generosity of the Companies, or of the 
Irish Society, when the case was fairly stated. 
I have had to go before them both publicly and 
privately, and in both these capacities I have 
found the Irish Society and the Companies 
extremely generous and fair. 

392. In point of fact, you are not complaining 
of the past, but you are apprehensive of the 
future ? — I am apprehensive of the future, and 
the Companies’ generosity in the past is exactly 
what makes the future blacker to look forward 
to. 

Mr. Lea. 

393. You know that grants have been with- 
drawn ? — I know that grants have, as a matter 

0.146. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

of fact, been withdrawn, though not from my 
portion of the county. 

Chairman. 

394. That was only by the Skinners’ Company, 
as I gathered ; was there any other Company that 
withdrew the grants ? — The Salters’ Company., 
too, but the amount of that is very small. 

Mr. Lea. 

395. It is very small in your diocese, but very 
large in Armagh, is it not? — Yes. The Skinners’ 
Company having withdrawn their grants for 
other purposes, we are apprehensive that they 
may withdraw ihem from these too. 

396. I think you rather represent the Diocesan 
Synod ? — Yes. 

397. And we shall have evidence from a speci- 
man parish by-and-bv? — Yes. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

398. In reference to this apprehension that 
you entertain, regarding which Company is the 
apprehension, because I understand you to say 
that several Companies have - settled satisfac- 
torily? — There are two companies about whom 
we have no apprehension at all at present, because 
they have given no intimation ihat they are 
going either to sell or to make any changes in 
their grants ; they have never at any time stated 
to us that it was only in the form of a donation 
that they were giving us this money ; I refer to 
the Mercers’ Company and the Ironmongers’ 
Company. The Drapers’ Company have changed 
their hands, or at least have threatened to change 
their hands, and then they went back on it 
again. They threatened to make a re-allocation 
oi the money which they gave to the parishes. 
Of course, that makes us look alive, particularly 
when it is noticed that they are going to sell. 
They have withdrawn actual grants not for re- 
ligious or scholastic purposes, but for dispen- 
saries in the district which they used to subscribe 
to largely. The Skinners’ Company have 
already withdrawn their subscriptions from the 
charitable funds that they gave to, and they have 
intimated that the whole thing is under con- 
sideration, and that there may be no more grants 
to ihe schools on their estates. Of course that 
makes us very apprehensive with reference to 
those parishes. 

399. Have you any apprehension about the 
Clothworkers’ Company ? — The Clothworkers’ 
Company have gone, and they gave us 1,500 7. 
in lieu of their contributions. 

400. You have no apprehension regarding 
them ? — I have no apprehension regarding them. 
They have done with us. 

401. Does the answer that you have just given 
include all the Companies; have you finished 
with all the Companies ? — I have done with all 
the companies that I know of. 

402. In reference to your answer to Mr. Lea, 
that certain Companies claim a right to withdraw 
fneir subscriptions, which Companies claim that 
right ? — The Drapers’ Company have claimed 
that right already ; and, in fact, the only two 
Companies who have not at any time given us 
any intimation that they would consider that 
they could withdraw their contributions are the 
Mercers’ Company and the Ironmongers’ Coin- 

C 2 pany. 
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Sir Richard Temple— continued, 
pany. We have fca<l intimations coming, either 
directly or indirectly, to the parties in the 
parishes. Whenever anything is said in refe- 
rence to this matter, it comes, of course, from 
the agent to the clergyman of the parish in- 
terested, rather than to me in the first instance. 
The archdeacon of the diocese had to go before 
the Drapers’ Company, and urge the claims of 
the parishes on them, to try and make them 
reconsider the arrangements that they proposed 
to make ; and he succeeded in getting them to do 
that; and with reference to that I think it 
would be very advisable that the archdeacon should 
be examined, for he lived on the estate a great 
many years before I came to it at all. 

403. You said that the popular opinion is that 
the companies are trustees ; for what, in your 
understanding, are they trustees ? — They are 
trustees for the estates they manage. 

404. Your answer implies a trust? — Yes. 

405. A trust for whom ? — That is a very diffi- 
cult question for a non-legal person to answer. 

40G. Do you mean a trust for the performance 
of any duty or the fulfilment of some obligation? 
— I think so. 

407. Will you kindly tell us what obligation 
or what duty?- 1 should say that they had a 
duty to perform quite equivalent to the duty of 
any landlord who held property iu the country ; 
and, over and above that, an obligation to dis- 
charge a duty towards an estate and the people 
on the estate that was given to them for a certuin 
purpose a great number of years ago. Without 
being able to express it in legal phraseology, that 
was exactly what was in the air. 

408. What was that certain purpose ? — My 
ancestors, by whom it was settled, could tell you 
better than I could. 

409. But what is that certain purpose? I 
think I know, but I am not sure. Will you kindly 
explain what that purpose is? — The purpose 
for which they were placed there was to raise the 
tone of education and the religions feeling of the 
people who were planted upon their estates ; and 
I think they have discharged that obligation, 
so as to show that they believed that they had 
a trust to discharge to the country. Surely their 
estates show that, I think, and the schools that 
they keep up, and all that they have done for it 

. 410- Then they have discharged that obliga- 
tion, have they ?— They have discharged tiiat 
obligation, except with reference to these few 
cases in which the Skinners’ Company have with- 
drawn their grants. 

411. But with the exception of the two Com- 
panies that you mention, you have reason to 
apprehend that they may not discharge it iu 
future ?— 1 have reason to apprehend that if a 
company sell. their estates, they consider that 
they have a right to take all the money away ; 
but those who ore selling have not intimated, nor 
will they state to us that they consider that they 
are obliged to discharge these duties iu the future, 
or to make any provision for continuing what 
they have done lor us in the past. 

412. And that apprehension applies to all the 
Companies eicept the two yon have mentioned ? 
—Yes, because their properties are not yet in 
the market for sale. 

413. Do I rightly understand that you do not 



Sir Richard Temple — continued, 
claim that they should do more in the future than 
they have done in the past? -I do not claim it 
for the purposes of my work. If they clo in the 
future what they have done in the past, they will 
keep my plan of endowment going, and that is 
all that I am interested in before the Committee 
at the present time. 

414. But within your knowledge do your 
church people claim more? — No, they do not 
claim any more than what the Companies are 
doing at the present time. I think they have 
done generously for us, and if they do the same 
in the future, I for one would say that they have 
dealt very generously. 

415. But your remarks apply only to the people 
of the Church of Ireland ? — That is ail. 

416. And not in any- way to the Presbyte- 
rians? — Not in any way to the Presbyterians. 
I do not know what position they are i"n at all, 
or what their plan is ; [ have not been in com- 
munication with them on the subject. 



Mr. Lea. 

417. You are speaking chiefly from your posi- 
tion as Secretary to the Diocesan Synod ? — I am 
speaking only as Secretary of the Diocesan- 
Synod. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

418. You spoke of 16 parishes, and your 
remarks apply solely to those 16 parishes in the 
diocese of Derry ? — Solely. 

419. But within those 16 parishes you have 
complete knowledge of the feeling of the Church 
of Ireland parishioners? — Complete knowledge ; 
1 am continually among them and I am there 
over and over again. 

Colonel Laurie. 

420. 5fou were just now mentioning the in- 
come of the clergy in your diocese as being 2,955 /., 
and you were saying that the contributions of the 
company were 428 l . ; that is not taking into 
account the interest on the capital sum that some 
of the companies have paid, is it?— No, that is in 
the other assessment. 

421. You were asked just now by the honour- 
able Member for South Derry a question which 
I think might raise a little prejudice against the 
Companies; you were asked whether if the Com- 
panies declared that they could sell their estates 
without leaving 6 d. behind. Looking to the fact 
that some companies have sold their estates and 
given round sums in lieu of their annual contri- 
bution, do you know of any case in which the 
Companies have sold their estates without leaving 
6 d. behind ?— No, I do not. 

42i. } ou state of your own knowledge that 
there is no case in which a company have sold 
their estate vvithout leaving a penny of their funds 
behind ?— -No ; nor do I believe that any of the 
Companies will do it. My opinion from former 
experience is that they will not do it. 



Mr. Lea. 

423. I think I understood you to say that at 
one time the Drapers’ Company had a dispensary 
at Drapers’ Town and a doctor at Moneymore for 
the benefit of their tenants? — Yes. 

.424. And was that withdrawn? — Yes, it was 
withdrawn. I was a governor of the dispensary 
at Drapers’ Town. 

425. When 
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Sir Richard Temple. 

425. When were they withdrawn ? — It was 
after I had left that part of the county that they 
withdrew the dispensary. 

426. Then it is some years ago? — It is some 
years ago. 

Mr. Lea. 

427. When did you leave? — I left Drapers 
Town in 1869, but it continued till 1873 or 1874> 
at any rate. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

428. Where is Drapers’ Town ? — Drapers’ 
Town is about seven miles from Magherafelt, and 
you get to Magherafelt from Belfast. 

429. About how far is it from Londonderry ? 
—It is 21 miles from Londonderry by car; it is 
an unknown quantity by train. We do not 
know when we will get there by train when we 
start. 

Sir John Ellis. 

430. Have the Companies built churches or 
schools at tlieir own expense entirely? — They 
have. 

431. Several? — Several. 

432. Couldvoutell us how many? — TheMercers’ 
Company built the church at Kilrea (a magnificent 
church), I think, nearly entirely at their own ex- 
pense ; they may have got a grant from the Board 



Sir John Ellis — continued, 
of First Fruits, as it was called before disestab- 
lishment; and they also built a church at 
Moneymore, which was burnt to the ground the 
other day ; and the Drapers’ Company contri- 
buted to the church which the Honourable Mr . 
O’Neill chiefly built in Drapers’ Town the other 
day. 

433. Have they not built schools in almost all 
the villages where their property is? — They 
have. 

434. At their own expense?— At their own 
expense; and they have kept those schools up, and 
either supplemented the salaries of the school- 
masters or paid them in some instances altogether. 
Borne of them have been withdrawn now. 

Mr. lea. 

435. If they sell their estates, do you expect 
them to give anything more for the building of 
churches or schools ? — That is exactly what we 
are so apprehensive about ; that is the loss that 
we shall sustain. 

Chairman. 

436. As I understand, you do not at all com- 
plain of the past ? — I do not at all complain of 
the past. 

437. But you are rather afraid of the future ? 
—Yes. 



The Reverend Edward Newland, sworn; and Examined. 



Mr. Lea. 

438. You are Incumbent of Lower Cumber 
Parish, and also Honorary Secretary of the 
Council and Synod of Derry? — Perhaps I may 
be allowed to explain that I am the honorary 
secretary, aud that Canon Babington is the paid 
secretary. 

Chairman. 

439. Can you give any information about 
Armagh ? — No ; only about Derry. 

Mr. Lea. 

440. Your parish is on the estate of one of the 
London Companies, is it not? — It is on the 
estate of the Skinners’ Company. 

441. Have they sold? — The tenants in my 

ariah have, I believe, all bought or arranged to 

Q y- 

442. What is the religion of the majority of 
the tenants in your parish ? — Presbyterian. 

443. What is the religion of the labouring 
class ? — The labouring class are nearly all church 
people. 

444. So far as the Protestants are concerned ? 

Yes. 

445. You have had a good many charities and 
subscriptions from the London Companies, have 
you not ? — Yes ; they have dealt most generously 
in my case, in the past, as well as in the case of 
the diocese at large. 

446. You have a provident fund, I think? — 
We have had two funds, from which withdrawals 
have been made. 

447. Will you state the circumstances of the 
provident fund ? — The nature of the provident 

0.146. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

fund is that, in order to cultivate thrift, the 
people lodge various sums from a penny a week 
to sixpence a week, and at the end of the year 
they get a bonus. W e have been giving 50 per 
cent, bonus upon it in orders upon the shops for 
warm clothing for the winter; and the Worship- 
ful Skinners’ Company subscribed 51. a year to 
this fund. We allowed depositors to be of all 
denominations, and a certain number of Roman 
Catholics and Presbyterians, gardeners, and 
others, and some of the labouring class, joined, 
and a great many of our church labouring class 
also ; but in last December I received a notifi- 
cation of the cessation of the grant of 5 /. a year. 

I was obliged then to give notice to the de- 
positors that the fund was at an end. I 'wrote 
to the Skinners’ Company a letter, of which 
I have a copy here stating the facts. It was a 
letter to the Board drawing their attention 
to the nature of the fund, and to the fact of 
the absolute extinction of the fund conse- 
quent upon the withdrawal of this 5 and 
stating that the labouring class who were bene- 
fited by it were utterly unable to make up the 
deficit, and that we had no local gentry to make up 
the deficit; and I respectfully asked for the re- 
consideration of this withdrawal. I have an 
official notification of the receipt of the letter, but 
I have had no answer since with regard to it. 

Chairman. 

443. What was the date of your letter?— The 
date of the letter was the 30th of May 1889. I 
had previously, in acknowledging the letter of 
Mr. Young, the agent, said much the same. 

c 3 449. That 
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Mr. Leu. 

449. That was your second letter? — That was 
my second letter on the subject. My first letter 
was in reality sending the receipt for the last 

ear’s 5 I think in the month of November. 

t was directed to the agent. Mr. Young, and I 
had no reply to that ; and then, after waiting 
some time, I wrote to the Company direct, and 
had only an official notification of the receipt of 
the letter. 

450. Then you have had no reply now?— I 
have had no reply denying our grant. There is 
another similar provident fund in the parish of 
Dungiven. That parish has also had notified to 
it the withdrawal of its grant from the same 
Company, the Skinners’ Company. It is one of 
the seven parishes around me, which are all on 
the Skinners’ Company’s estate. 

Chairman. 

451. What was the amount of that grant? — 
£. 5. Of those seven, the two from which the 
grants have been withdrawn are Lower Cumber 
and Dungiven. 

Mr. Lea. 

452. Have you any similar charities to that? — 
Yes ; in my own case there is a fund which we 
call the meal fund, which also has had a 51. sub- 
scription to it, and we have given out meal to 
very poor people by the week or month, and it 
has been entirely dependent wpon this 5 1. grant 
of the Skinners’ Company. That also has be- 
come extinct with the withdrawal of the grant. 

453. The Skinners’ Company are proposing to 
sell, are they not? — They have actually, I be- 
lieve, arranged with the tenants for sale all 
around. 

454. You have schools also, I think, in which 
you are greatly interested ? — Yes ; that is at Do- 
nagheady, which is also one of the seven parishes 
on the Skinners’ estate. The amount that was 
given to the school in that case was 10 Z., and 
that is also withdrawn. In this case there is a 
double hardship, because there is a difficulty in 
keeping up the school in the district, and it hits 
them in two ways. In the first place, it is a 
great inducement to a good master to have what 
is called a local endowment, however small, in 
addition to the salary. In the next place, under 
the National Board in Ireland there is what 
is called the contingent result system. The 
master is paid by a fixed salary and also by result 
payment consequent upon the aunnal examina- 
tion held by the inspector. But you have to 
put in a form duly endorsed by the manager 
before the examination is held, and before the re- 
sult payment will be made you have to sign this 
form as to the contingent result amounting to 
a certain proportion, or they will withhold result 
payments ; and it is usual to count these local 
grants of 5 /. or 10 1. into your contingent results, 
so as to secure payment of the results. The 
whole of the money will be withdrawn unless 
you can supply your quota, and this grant of the 
Company has helped this parish to supply its 
quota. Its being withdrawn tends to risk the 
contingent result. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

455. The grant was included in the quota? — 



Sir Richard Temple — continued. 

I should think so. Everybody includes it. It 
is apt to hit in these two ways : hurting the 
master and hurting the result payments. 

Mr. Lea. 

456. Then there is Dungiven School, is there 
not ? — There is the grant to the Dungiven Choir 
Fund of 51. a year, which has been also with- 
drawn. 

Chairman. 

457. What is the total that the Skinners’ 
Company have withdrawn? — They have with- 
drawn, 1 think,- 25 l. to 30 l. I speak of the 
actual withdrawals which come within ray own 
knowledge. In addition to the fact of my own 
withdrawals, my notice, as honorary secretary, 
was called to it by these other clergymen writing 
to me, asking me to bring it before the diocesan 
council, of which I am secretary. There i is one 
other case, as regards a school, in which we have 
reason to believe on good authority the with- 
drawal is in contemplation. 

458. What is the amount of that ? — A sum of 

20 /. 

Sir llichard Temple. 

459. What school is that? — That is the school 
of Glenlough. 

Chairman. 

460. You apprehend that you will lose the 
20/. a year there? — Yes; it has, in point of 
fact, been intimated that the withdrawal of that 
grant and of other similar grants was under 
contemplation before the board of the Skinners’ 
Company. I had it on authority that an in- 
timation was conveyed that not only the with- 
drawal of that grant, but the withdrawal of 
similar grants to other schools, was under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Lea. 

461. There is a general feeling that all the 
grants will be withdrawn ? — This has brought 
about an insecure feeling, that these grants being 
withdrawn in isolated cases, we may expect them 
all to go in the end. 

462. I think there were two donations to 
churches that I have heard mentioned, one a 
considerable sum of 620/.? — Yes; in my own 
parish the Skinners’ Company gave 620/. 17 s. 9 d., 
I think it was, towards tne purchase of the glebe 
land, and that is the reason why I spoke of them 
as being extremely generous. 

Chairman. 

463. When was this? — It was before my 
appointment to the parish. 

464. Was it after disestablishment? — It was 
after disestablishment; in about 1884 or 1885, I 
should think. The Grocers’ Company also sub- 
scribed 150 /. towards the same purchase. 

Mr. Lea. 

465. Are you aware that as to that liberality 
it is doubtful whether it was quite so great as it 
is supposed ; is it a fact that the Skinners’ Com- 
pany, 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 

pan)', after the disestablishment of the Church, 
gold their advowsons for 5,000 1. ? — Yes, it is a 
fact that the Skinners’ Company had the patron- 
age of three parishes, the parishes of Banagher, 
Dungiven, and Learmcuut, the last being a small 
parish up in the mountains, to one side of Dun- 
given. The Skinners’ Company had the right 
of patronage and the appointment of the incum- 
bent of those parishes, and under the Church Act 
they were recompensed for the loss of this right 
by a sum of about 5,567 l. It is recorded in the 
report of the Church Commissioners to the House 
of Commons. I think. 

Chairman. 

466. They got that as compensation ? — They 
got it as compensation for the loss of the adow- 
son. 

Mr. Leu. 

467. Did they give that 5.000 1. to your 

Church funds? — We have never received it. I 
have the particulars here. In Banagher the age 
of the incumbent was 42 ; the nett value of the 
benefice was 50 1. 9 s. 6 d . ; the Skinners’ 

Company were the patrons, and the amount 
of compensation paid was 2,391 /. 6s. 2d. In 
D ungiven the age of the incumbent was 55 ; 
the net value of the benefice was 326 7. 12s. 5 d.; 
the Skinners’ Company were the patrons ; 
and the amount of compensation paid was 
1,843 1. 0 s. 6 d. In Learmouut the age of the 
incumbent was 64 ; the net value of the benefice 
was 264 l. 14 s. 4d. ; the patrons were the Skin- 
ners’ Company ; and the amount of compensation 
paid was 1,333 1. 11s. 1 d., which I totalled to be 
about 5,567 l. 17 s. 9 d. That will be found on 
page 103 of the Appendix of the Church Com- 
mission Report, 1869-80, c. 2,773. 

468. That money went to the funds of the 
Skinners’ Company, I suppose ? — That money 
went direct to the funds of the Skinners’ Com- 
pany. 

Sir John Ellis. 

469. What became of the glebe which was 
attached to these advowsons ? — In my case the 
glebe, as I have mentioned, was purchased by the 
generous aid of that Company. 

470. But the property in the glebe went to the 
Iiish Church Fund, I suppose? — No; that 
money which was paid went direct to the Skin- 
ners’ Company. 

471. But they sold certain glebe land, I sup- 
pose ? — This advowson had nothing to do with 
the glebe land or the temporalities of the parish ; 
it was simply the right, of appointing the in- 
cumbent. 

472. Where does the 502 l. go to now? — That 
was quite separate from the recompense for the 
loss of the advowson. They gave the 620 1. 17 s. 
towards the purchase of the glebe, and the in- 
cumbent has the glebe to reside in as part of his 
annual income. 

473. But some one get9 the 502 7. I want to 
know what has become of the 502 1, and the 326 7., 
and the 264 7.? — The incumbent of Banagher 
being at present alive the 502 7. is paid to him 
during his life under the Church Act quite 

0.146. 



Sir John Ellis — continued, 
separate from the compensation for the advowson. 
That 502 7. expires with him. 

474. What becomes of the property which 
these incomes represent ? — It expires with him. 

475. But what becomes of the property ; in 
whom is it vested? — The glebe lands were vested 
in the Church Commissioners until a portion of 
them were purchased for the use of the church by 
funds raised from different sources. 

476. Therefore the Church Fund, the Com- 
missioners, actually receive property representing 
an income of very nearly 1,2007. a year in con- 
sideration of this 5,667 7.? — No, because they 
either receive the services of the annuitant so 
long as he lives and discharges the duties, the 
Commissioners paying his annuity, or else, if he 
commuted, they would receive the capitalised 
value of that annuity, binding themselves to 
keep up his annuity if he lived for ever. 

Mr. Lea. 

477. Canon Babington referred to the parish 
of Ballynascreen just now ; do you know the 
circumstances of that parish? — I know the cir- 
cumstances of the district that is added to it, the 
district of St Anne's. It is a very poor parish 
up in the mountains, and was so poor that they 
were unable to join the financial scheme, the 
nature of which Canon Babington described. 
The Drapers’ Company gave 30 7. a year to be 
paid direct to the clergyman as income, and 10 7. 
to a school. But that ceased some years since I 
am informed by the incumbent. Upon the last 
vacancy, because of this cessation, there was not 
sufficient income to maintain a separate clergy- 
man, and we were- obliged to incorporate the 
parish of.. St. Anne’s witn the parish of Bally- 
nascreen, the parishioners being content with a 
three o’clock service, and the celebration of the 
Communion once in the month. In the parish 
of Ballynascreen a very handsome church has 
been built, and the incumbentserves both parishes, 
that of St. Anne’s and that of Ballynascreen. 
The donations or subscriptions, as they may be, 
as' you have heard, are continued to Ballynascreen 
at present. 

Chairman. 

478. By what Company is that? — The 
Drapers’, t think, partly. 

479. Did the Drapers’ Company build the 
church ? — They subscribed very liberally towards 
it. The Honourable Mr. O’Neill, who holds a 
great deal of property there, subscribed very 
largely indeed, and does subscribe very largely 
still. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

480. He is the landlord ? — He is the landlord 
of a part. It is Mr. O’Neill the Member of 
Parliament. 

Mr. Lea. 

481. What is the population of Ballynascreen ? 
—In Ballynascreen there are in round numbers 
260 church people in about 63 families ; and I 
may mention with regard to those 63 families 
that 46 heads of those very poor families sub- 
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Mr. Leu — continued. 

scribe to tbeir utmost power to the sustentation 
at present. 

482. With the exception of Mr- O’Neill and 
the Drapers’ Company there is no resident gentle- 
man ? — So far as I know there is none. 

483. Are there any wealthy people in the 
parish ? — The Skinners’ Company continue to 
jBallynascreen that sum of 15 l . ; then there are 
two local landlords, Mr. O’Neill, who gives 25 /., 
and Mr. Stevenson, who gives 10/., and that is 
the only support that they can expect from local 
landlords. 

484. The population are mostly labourers, you 
say? — They are mostly labourers of the very 
poorest class. 

485. What are the wages of those labourers ? 
— In my own neighbourhood they range from 
5 s. to 9 s. per week, and they have unlimited 
families. 

486. What subscriptions do you expect these 
people to pay towards the church? — In my own 

arish they have made an agreement that no 

ead of a family will pay less than 4 s. 4 d. per 
year, and most of them range from that to 10 s., 
up to 1 /. 

487. If the aid of the companies is withdrawn 
what will happen to the parish ’—The parish of 
St. Anne’s has already, you may say, collapsed; 
it has had to be united with another. The parish 
ol' Killaloo is similarly circumstanced, and the 
incumbent says it must collapse if the subscrip- 
tions are withdrawn. In my own parish we are 
able at present just to make ends meet with three 
or four pounds over at the end of the year, which 
does not. meet the church expenses, of heating 
and lighting, and all that. If the Skinners’ 
Company’s funds were withdrawn we should be 
completely bankrupt, I am afraid, as regards the 
assessment. 

488. What is your view with regard to the 
duties of the London Companies? — It is very 
hard to give an opinion as to other men’s duties, 
but we have always been under the impression, 
and are under the impression that the Companies 
are morally bound, at all events, to carry out the 
obligations under which they originally, as we 
believed, obtained the estates ; and we have had 
every reason to think from the way they have 
behaved in the past, that they will go on treatin'* 
us generously in the future. 

489. But their action now has altered that? — 

I only speak of the facts of the withdrawals that 
I have mentioned. I know others, though of 
course I am not in a position to speak personally. 

I know that Dr. Harris, a local Presbyterian 
doctor, received a pension, but it was withdrawn 
last year, and I am told that the Presbyterian 
charities have been similarly withdrawn. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

490. By the Skinners’ Company ? — By the 
Skinners’ Company. 

Chairman. 

491. Have ray of the other Companies done 
the same? — I am not officially aware as to the 
others, except in the case of the Drapers’ Com- 
pany, which I have mentioned; and in answer to 



Chairman — continued. 

some queries which I have made to the incum- 
bent of parishes under the Grocers’ Company, I 
am informed that they have given a capitalised 
sum of 350 /., but that they have not given aid 
to anything else, though they have sold for a 
very large sum of money. 

492. The Drapers’ Company have sold, but 
the sale has been refused by the Land Commis- 
sioners, I understand ? — I understand so. 

493. Under the Ashbourne Act? — I think so. 

494. Do you know whether the Salters’ Com- 
pany sold under the Ashbourne Act ? — Yes, but 
the Salters’ Company is on the other side of the 
county, and I do not know so much about that ; 
the archdeacon knows thoroughly everythin'* 
about that. 

495. Are you aware that there are great com- 
plaints of the withdrawals of grants there ?— I 
have heard that there aie great complaints; I 
should like to mention as a proof of the poverty 
of these parishes which are concerned, that out 
of the whole parish fund of our diocese we have 
made grants to these very parishes connected 
with the companies, in addition to their grants 
out of our own funds from time to time to help their 
assessment; the whole amount that we have 
granted has been 3,620 l . ; we have granted 500 /. 
to some parishes and 1,000/. to others to be 
capitalised to help the assessment. 

496. But the Protestant Church of Ireland 
labourers earning 5 s. to 10 s. per week, contri- 
bute to the support of the church? — In my 
parish they all contribute ; they make it a matter 
of honour. I do not think there are any of the 
labouring classes, heads of families, who do not 
subscribe ; and in some cases also young labour- 
ing men in the receipt of weekly wages also 
subscribe. 

497. About what would be their wages? — 
They would be about from 5 s. to 6 *•. per°veek ; 
that is the amount that they receive in hard cash, 
but the farmers give them firing, and a rood of 
potato ground, and that kind of thing, which runs 
up the wages a little more; but they have to 
support and clothe on an average very large 
families upon these wages. 

498. Is that 5 s. or 6 s. per week the average 
wac*e? — Yes; the wages vary in different parts 
of the country, but around me they are from 5 s. 
to 9 s. per week. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

, 499. How much would a man with those wages 
give as his subscription ?— The poorest man in 
my parish makes it a point of honour to pay 
4 4 a year, that is a penny a week, and that 

does not include the alms put in the offertory, 
which go to the relief of the poor and things of 
that kind. 

500. Do you suppose that they give as much 
as twopence a week or so?— Oh, yes. 

501 • you suppose they give more?— I 
should they give a good deal more in the way of 
onertory collection, besides their annual subscrip- 
tion. A 

502. Would it bo 3d, a week all told?— I 
should say that it comes to that on an average. 

503. Have 
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Chairman. 

503. Have they anything in addition to the 5 s. 
or 6 s. a week ? — As I have already stated they 
have firing and potato ground, and so on. 

504. What money valuation do you put that 
at? — I suppose it would make 5s. n week equal 
to about 8 .«. ; these additional perquisites make 
the wages better, but his family does not benefit 
by them except indirectly. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

505. Does that include the little profit on the 
potato land? — Yes, I include that. 

506. And his house or cottage? — Yes; he 
get3 his house and potato land as a part of hia 
wage. 

507. And fuel? — And fuel. 

508. Is that fuel peat or wood ? — It is peat, 
which we call turf. 

509. Does he dig that himself? — He has, of 
course, to cut it, and dry it, and cart it him- 
self. 

510. But he is allowed to cut it upon the 
landlord’s land ? — He is allowed to cut it upon the 
landlord’s bank. 

Mr. Lea. 

511. And yet, for all that, the people in your 
parish subscribe to the support of the Church ? — 
Yes, they average about threepence a week, I 
should think ; that is the very poorest. Of course, 
there are others who give 1 l. or 25 s. to the 
Church, but I am speaking of the poorest labour- 
ing class. 

512. Doing their utmost, do you think the 
people of the parish, could keep up their churches 
without the aid of the Companies? — I think, cer- 
tainly not, because if it be said as was referred to 
before that, those who purchase would make up 
the deficit by increased contributions, consequent 
upon their getting a lower rent, the first answer 
to that would be that the majority of our people 
are not tenants who purchase; they are the 
labouring class. In the next place, few of them 
that would be tenants that purchase would have 
a double loss to make up ; they would have to 
pay what they conscientiously think they can 
pay, and they would have to make up besides the 
deficit of this large loss. That would be a new 
charge coming upon the existing one, because, 
ever since the disestablishment, they have had to 
subscribe to the Church, and other things, that 
they had not to do before. 

513. One of the members of the Committee 
just now asked Canon Babiugton a question with 
regard to how the Companies’ liberality on their 
estates compared with that of private owners; 
what is your idea with regard to that ? — In any 
instances that I know of private owners have 
behaved with quite equal generosity, if not in 
some few cases with greater generosity. I may 
mention one estate which has been mentioned 
already, the Cloth workers’ estate, which hus been 
sold to Sir Hcrvey Bruce ; he is keeping up the 
charities still. I was incumbent of the parish of 
Camus-juxta-Bann before I moved to where I 
am, and he subscribed then and subscribes still. 
On the Somerset estate there are some parishes 
that were purchased long years ago from, I 
believe, the Merchant Tailors’ Company, and 
they give, out of 155 1. assessment, 100 /., besides 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 

giving large subscription to the local provident 
fund. 

514. How does that compare with the Skinners’ 
Company or the other Companies ? — Iu my own 
parish, the only gentleman that I have subscribes 
within 2 l. a year of what the Skinners’ Company 
give, and he lias a very small interest in the 
parish. I speak of Mr. Lisle; lie subscribes 13/. 
and the Skinners’ Company subscribe 15 /. He 
lias only a place in the parish. 

515. What is your general idea with regard to 
the London Companies as to the title upon which 
they hold, and as to the obligations and condi- 
tions which they are supposed to hold under? — I 
have never heard any other opinion amongst 
those whom l have spoken to in the country than 
that (whether it is a misconception or not, I 
cannot tell), they hold on the same tenure as the 
Irish Society very much, and that they have 
similar obligations, and it is expected that they 
will behave with similar generosity, for the Irish 
Society around us in Derry and Coleraine have 
behaved with remarkable generosity. 



Chairman. 



516. The whole of your evidence, I think, we 
may take it, comes to this : that you are per- 
fectly satisfied with what they have done in the 
past, but that you are rather apprehensive that it 
will not go on ? — It is more than an apprehension 
in my case because there are absolute with- 
drawals. 

517. If what they have done in the past were 
continued would you be satisfied ? — Yes, per- 
sonally I should be quite satisfied ; I should like 
to say distinctly that amongst our Church people 
there is not the slightest feeling, nor have I heard 
a whisper of hostility against the Companies or of 
ingratitude to the Companies for what they have 
done. 

518. If they continued to do in the future what 
they have done in the past, or gave lump sums 
representing the amounts which they have 
hitherto subscribed, would the people associated 
with the Church be satisfied? - 1 think so ; I do 
not think that they wish to make any change in 
any way. 

Sir Richard Temple. 



519. Is the withdrawal of the grants by the 
Skinners’ Company within your knowledge ? — 
Yes, they have withdrawn from my parish and 
from two other parishes iu my immediate neigh- 
bourhood. 

520. Is there any other Company withdrawing 
grants within your knowledge ? — Yes, I think 
the Drapers’ Company have actually withdrawn, 
in the case I gave, 30 l. from St. Anne’s. 

521. That is within your purview? — Yes. 

522. Is what you have said about the Grocers’ 
Company within your purview ? — I have been 
informed of that by the incumbent of the parish 
that beyond the capitalised grant of 250 /. they 
gave us aid to anything, but 1 have only his word 
for it. 



523. Then that is not within your knowledge ? 
-It is not within my knowledge. 

524. You have heard that from the incumbent? 
-I have. 

D 525. Who 
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Sir Richard Temple — continued. 

525. Who is the incumbent ? — The Eev. Dr. 
Forde. 

526. I suppose he could come as a witness? — 

I should think so. 

527. Then are we to understand that public 
opinion in your neighbourhood is quite satisfied 
with the Irish Society ? - Quite so ; in conversa- 
tion Derry people might complain, or interested 
people might like to get things altered, but I 
think the general impression is that the Irish 
Society have always behaved in a most generous 
way. 

528. And still do so? — And still do so, and 
they have given no notification of acting in any 
other way ; in my own case there was a with- 
drawal of 5 l. by the Irish Society, but I do not 
consider that the Irish Society arc in any way to 
blame for that ; it was a grant to a school of 5 /., 
and the terms of the grant were to the clergy- 
man for religious education in the school. 'Inis 
school went down to two children, and I thought 
it my duty to close the school, and to direct the 
children to go to the next National school. I 
memorialised the Irish Society lo allow me the 
same sum for the religious education of the 
children in the Sunday school, pointing out that 
there were similar grants to Presbyterians 
in my parish in two cases. My memorial was 
refused, bur. 1 have uo feeling whatever in the 
matter, because I think that naturally when the 
school lapsed the grant lapsed. It was in the 
generosity of the Society to give me that 5 1. for 
my Sunday school or not. 

52 9. Is the population of your parish entirely 
Protestant, or are there any Roman Catholics ? 
— There are a great many Roman Catholics in 
my parish, and in the neighbouring parishes up 
in the Glen. There are districts in which the 
Roman ’ Catholics predominate, and there are 
districts in which the Protestants predominate. 

530. Do I correctly understand that the 3 d. 
per week which you get on the average from the 
heads of families among the labouring classes, 
together with the grnnt from the Company, make 
up the Church Sustentation Fund ? — No; they 
help us to make up the assessment. We pay a 
local contribution which we call an assessment. 
The assessment is dependent upon the subscrip- 
tions of Mr. Lisle, and some members of his 
family, and the poor people’s contributions which 
are collected by district collectors ; and the Skin- 
ners’ Company’s subscription is our largest stand- 
by in that list. 

Colonel Laurie. 

531. I think you said that the Skinners’ Com- 
pany ha\ e withdrawn their subscription of 5 l. 
tor the schools in some parish ? — They have with- 
drawn 10 /. from the parish of Donagheady, and 
there has been an intimation given that not only 
was the withdrawal of the grant of 20 l. under 
consideration, but that the whole question of 
grants to schools was under consideration. 

532. Do you know whether the schools in ques- 
tion were built by the Company ? — The school that 
I speak of, where there was a grant of 20 l., was 
entirely built by them, but there was a Church 
education school under the patronage of my pre- 
decessor which he gave up to them, and they 
moved the school away to the other side of the Glen, 
and they built a new school on condition that he 
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Colonel Laurie — continued, 
resigned the patronage and management of the 
school to them. That is the school in the case of 
which it. is now threatened that the additional 
20 l. will be withdrawn. 

533. They threatened to withdraw the contri- 
bution of 10/. or 20/. from the school which they 
hud built themselves ? — I am-u*>*-mnrrTr'uiat The 
school Aom-whiclrtlreyTiave withdrawn the 10/. 
in the parish of Donagheady was built by them ; 
but the school at Glen bough, from which the 20/. 
was withdrawn, was entirely built by them, and 
all the requisites and everything was found by 
them. They act as the owners of the school up 
to the present. 

534. You mentioned just now, did you not, 
llmt the advowsons of three parishes had been 
sold by the Skinners’ Company for something over 
5,500/.? -Yes. 

535. How did they become possessed of those 
advowsons? — Historically I cannot go back as to 
bow they got them, but under the old system the 
patronage of the parishes used to go with the 
properties, and the Marquis of Donegall used to 
have a lot of appointments. 

536. Do you know, as a matter of fact, whether 
they built the churches in those parishes .? — I do- 
not. 

537. Have you any reason to suppose that they 
did, or do you think there was any other source 
from which the means for building the churches 
came? — I have very good reason for thinking 
that they may have contributed very largely 
towards the building of these churches, but that 
they did not entirely build them. 

538. Inasmuch as they have a grant of this 
land would not the glebe lauds probably come 
from that source too? — No, I think the glebe 
land is entirely distinct from the advowson. 1 
think that there were three interests in the 
parish : there was the annuity, the glebe and the 
right of patronage. 

539. The whole of this country when it was 
taken over by these Companies was really a 
Roman Catholic country, and the object as we 
know from the charter was in reality to pro- 
testantise this country. For that purpose the 
lands of Londonderry were handed over to the 
Corporation of London. By the Corporation of 
London certain districts were assigned to the 
various companies. Therefore I take it that all 
the land in certain areas becomes more or less 
the property of the City Companies. I therefore 
want to ask you whether you have not reason to 
believe that the glebe lands attached to those 
various churches must have been originally the 
property of the Companies, and I would say in 
this case of the Skinners’ Company ? — I think I 
have seen that it was a condition m the charter 
that a portion should be given, and ol course this 
glebe land may have been a portion of it, but I 
am not aware that it was so. 

540. You do not know as a matter of fact, but 
you think it probable I suppose that these 
churches and glebe houses were to a large extent 
built with the funds of these Companies? — I 
should think originally they were, because if we 
go far enough back our general impression is that 
they were sent over to do that specially. 

541. Selling the advowsons of course they sold 
their property in the Church, such as it was, and 

in 
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Colonel Laurie — continued, 
in the income of the church ? — No, because all 
that they sold was the right to appoint an 
incumbent. 

542. But, of course, it is the case that, in 
selling a living, you sell so much a year? — The 
temporalities, I should think, go with the 
appointment. 

5 1 3. I do not ask you who is to receive the 
income ; but, I suppose, the Irish Church would 
receive the income, and would become the patron 
instead of the company ? — No, because under 
the Irish Church Act, all these incomes cease 
with the death of the individual. The Skinners’ 
Company have already appointed the individual 
incumbent who is now receiving that annuity. 
The moment your nominee dies we get nothing, 
because the whole thing expires. 

544. But the whole of the income goes to the 
Irish Church ? — No, the whole income was swal- 
lowed up by the Church Act and handed over to 
the Church Temporalities Commission. There 
would be no mention of these annuities except 
from the fact that these annuitants that the 
Skinuers’ Company originally appointed are still 
alive in one of these parishes at least. 

545. Then who gave you the 5,500 l. ? — The 
Government out of the funds. 

546. As compensation? — No. 

547. And the Irish Church had no interest in 
that ? — The Irish Church did not pay the money, 
and did not get the money. 

Chairman. 

548. There was a special fund raised for the 
purpose? — All our finances were specially re- 
ceived. 

Colonel Laurie. 

549. When the present incumbent dies, what 
will become of the parish ? — The financial scheme 
that Canon Babington has described will then 
come into operation in that particular parish. 
Before the nomination if a new man, we shall 
have to supply not 502 /., but 200 l., which is 
above the highest income in our scale, and which 
we have to find from our own resources. 

550. And the source of that income of 502 l. 
will be relieved ; they will have no longer to 
pay that income? — Yes, they will have to pay 
the capitalised value on a totally different ground. 
There was a double payment for that annuity. 
There was the capitalised value of the 502 l. to 
the Church body. They became liable to pay 
502 /. for the man’s life. That was a separate 
dealing between the patrons and the Commis- 
sioners for their loss of the right of appointing a 
man in the future. 

551. So far as the payment for the advowson 
was concerned it was really done by Parliament? 
• — Yes, it was under the Church Act. 

552. Then the glebe land they bought back, 
and they have attached that to the residence ?— 
Yes. 

553. It is really a gift to the incumbent, I 
suppose? — Not necessarily. In my case I have 
the house and land as a part of my income, but 
in all the parishes that is a matter of agreement 
with the Church body. 

554. You said just now that with regard to 
the Irish Society and the companies you look 

0.146. 



Colonel Laurie —continued, 
upon the position of the Irish Society and the 
City companies as being exactly on all-fours ; 
that you feel that you have the same claim upon 
the companies as you have upon the Irish So- 
ciety ? — W e feel that. 

555. Would you alter your opinion if you 
knew that the Irish Society had never paid a 
shilling for any land which they hold, and that 
the City companies have purchased out of then- 
own money (never mind at what price) in times 
gone by the estates which they hold? — It de- 
pends upon how it is put. If the City com- 
panies’ money were sent in to the Irish Society 
and used for the purpose of furthering the planta- 
tion scheme, I would consider that the com- 
panies and the Irish Society were on all-fours. 
But if the companies as a separate body like 
shareholders in an undertaking subscribe money 
to buy Irish estates and could prove that, that 
would alter my opinion. 

556. But supposing that the Irish Society paid 
nothing, and that the companies paid what was 
then a very large and substantial sum of money, 
does not that somewhat alter the position of the 
two bodies? — No, because, as I understand it, 
the companies’ contribution is something similar 
to a State contribution of taxes for the carrying- 
out of collected ends for the doing of certain acts. 

I have never been able to see (it may be the case, 
but I do not know) that the companies subscribe 
money for the purchase of Irish estates, as an 
investment of money quite apart from the carry- 
ing out of the purposes of the plantation scheme. 

557. But if the lands were sold to them for 
the money, is not that the same thing as if yon 
paid 60,000 1., and received in exchange for that 
60,000 l. a certain amount of land ? You have 
bought it, you have paid something for it, you 
have given value received for it. — Not exactly ; 

I only give my own idea of it for what it is worth, 
but supposing that the Irish Society get, say the 
county of Londonderry, to plant and educate 
and all the rest, and that they allot certain por- 
tions to different companies, and that the different 
companies, thus having land allotted to them, 
subscribe funds for the carrying out of the 
general purpose, 1 look upon that as a totally 
different thing from the purchase of land as an 
investment. 

558. But if the Irish Society sold a certain 
portion of their lands to the City companies, 
and the City companies gave 60,000 1. (a very 
substantial sum of money in 1613) for a certain 
amount of land, are they not in a different posi- 
tion with regard to their rights from the Irish 
Society which has never paid a single shilling, 
and holds some ten or twelve thousand acres of 
the most valuable land in the whole of London- 
derry ?— They would be if it was a distinct pur- 
chase of land by the companies for investment 
purposes. 

559. If it was a purchase they could not be on 
all-fours with the Irish Society ? — If it was a 
purchase, it was a purchase. 1 do not feel pre- 
pared to go further than that. 

560. At any rate we have it in evidence that 
it is clear that the Irish Society paid nothing, 
and therefore whatever amount they received, 
they did not receive as investment ? —I under- 

D 2 stand 
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Colonel Laurie — continued, 
stand that, it is in evidence that the Irish Society 
paid nothing in this sense ; that they did not use 
the contributions of the companies. 

Mr. Lea. 

561. I think the common understanding, ns 
was mentioned just now, is that the Irish Society 
is the parent and the companies are the children ? 
— That is the popular view. 

562. Have you ever heard these words in the 
Irish Society’s report used : “ The companies 
stipulated that the persons proposing to become 
tenants of their lands, should perform the original 
articles and conditions of plantation ” ? — I have 
heard that in conversation. There is a Presby- 
terian doctor in my parish who showed me an old 
book. Pinner’s Survey, and in it my impression 
is that I saw an instance of such an undertaking. 

563. 'I he honourable and gallant Member for 
Bath asked you a question with regard to 

60.000 l . ; the Irish Society’s report only gives 

40.000 Z. ; until the statement was put in to-day, 
I was not aware of the 60,000 1 . ; but whether it 
is 40,000 /. or 60,000 Z. that they paid for it. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

taking that statement as correct, you consider 
that it would still be subject to the conditions and 
articles upon which the lands were granted to the 
Irish Society ? — Quite so, because as I under- 
stand, it was paid not for the purpose of an 
investment in land, but for the carrying out of 
the plantation. 

Colonel Laurie. 

564. Are you aware that in 1615 license was 
given by the Crown to the twelve chief com- 
panies to receive and hold in mortmain any 
possession in the gift of the Irish Society, and 
that that document has been put in before this 
Committee? — I am not aware of it. 

565. When the companies came in and took 
their lands they had to get a license in mortmain 
to hold them, and they became absolute 
possessors of the laud under the Statute of 
Mortmain, and that is the greatest proof that 
they are the absolute holders that you could 
produce ? — I was uot asked with regard to docu- 
ments but with regal'd to the popular im- 
pression. 



The Rev. Canon Babington, re-called. 



Mr. Lea. 

566. You heal'd Sir John Ellis’s question just 
now with regard to advowsons? — Yes. The 
advowsons were paid for in the parishes of 
Banagher, Dungiven, and Learmount. The 
parish of Dungiven had no glebe house at all. 
The parish of Learmount was a parish which 
was cut off from Banagher ana two other 
parishes, and it had a glebe house, but it was 
on the property of a landlord, Mr. Beresford ; it 
did not belong to the company at all. Colonel 
Laurie asked whether the glebes were part of 
the property of the Society. The glebes never 
were the property of the Society at all. When 
they got the compensation they got it merely for 
the loss of patronage, and the surplus of the in- 
comes of the incumbents which were paid from 
the tithe rent-charge went into the Government 
Fund. 

Sir John Ellis. 

567. That is exactly what I suggested ? — Then 
Colonel Laurie asked about the glebes. The 
glebes did not belong to the companies at any 



Sir John Ellis — continued, 
time. The only glebe in those three parishes 
was in the parish of Banagher, and the glebes 
were granted distinct from the Society’s pro- 
perty by whatever the settlement was in those 
times. 

Colonel Laurie. 

568. By the Crown? — It must have been by 
the Crown. 

5(59. The glebes never were in the possession 
of the companies '! — They never were in posses- 
sion of the companies. 

570. The Crown itself reserved glebe lands ? 
—It did. 

571. ' But there were no churches then ? — They 
settled it at once. I suppose they built the 
churches then. 

572. Did the Crown build the churches? — 
We do not know how they were built originally ; 
but aftenvards there was a fund created under 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for the building 
and repairing of the churches, and the companies 
supplemented that very largely. 
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The Right Honourable Sir WILLIAM MARRIOTT, in the Chair. 



The Venerable Edward James Hamilton, a.m. (Archdeacon of Derry), sworn j 
and Examined. 



Mr. Lea. 

573. You know the district of the county 
Derry, do you not? — I have known it intimately 
for a very long time. 

574. How many years have you known the 
Drapers’ Estate? — 1 have known the Drapers’ 
Estate over 43 years. 

575. You have a living in this district, have 
you not? — I have a living in the centre of that 
district. 

576. In the centre of the Drapers’ Company’s 
Estate ? — The Drapers’ Company have large pro- 
perty in it, and the Salters’ Company nave a 
smaller estate. 

577. What is your parish? — lam Rector of 
Desertmartin. 

578. It is quite a country parish, 1 think ? — It 
is entirely rural. 

579. And you have known the Drapers’ Com- 

any’s Estate for 43 years? — Yes, and l have 

nown the Salters’ Estate for a long time, but 

more intimately for the last 21 years. 

580. What is your opinion with regard to the 
management of the Drapers’ Estate for the 43 
years that you have known it ? — It is a very long 
memory, but, going back to the earlier days, I 
should say that it was managed with very 
great generosity. 

581. Did they give- handsome subscriptions to 
different charities ? — They gave large subscrip- 
tions to various charities. 

582. Did they recognise their position with 
regard to the estate ana the surroundings ?— We 
felt that they always entirely fulfilled the idea of 
the companies. 

583. I think they gave large subscriptions to 
schools ?— Very large indeed. 

584. And to charities ? — And to charities, 
generally. There was hardly any deserving case 
that was brought to their notice that was not 
taken care of. 

585. And they subscribed to churches, of 
course ?— They gave to churches very largely. 

586. Do you consider that they recognised the 
trust that seemed to be imposed upon them ? — I 
have studied the trust of late, and I should say 
that they fulfilled it honestly and well at that 
period. 

587. Can you tell me about when they seemed 
0.146. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

to fall away from their previous liberality ? — 
Of late years there has been a very considerable 
reduction. 

588. I think I have heard that there was a 
board of governors? — There was a board of 
governors, and I was a member of it. 

589. What did they give to that board of 
governors? — I helped to audit their accounts on 
several occasions, and, as well as my memory 
serves me, it was a sura of 800 1. to 900 l. a 
year. 

590. You were a member of that board for a- 
great many years, were you not? — Nearly 30- 
years. 

591. And you administered that 800 1. or 900 1. 
a year in cnarities?— It was entrusted to the 
board of governors who disbursed it, subject, of 
course, to the revision of the company. 

592. If I understand rightly, that was outside 
what they gave to churches? — Entirely outside. 

593. Both for the building of churches and for 
their support ? — Y es. 

594. And, of course, it was outside what they 
give to the Presbyterians ? — Yes. 

595. W ould it include schools ? — Yes ; it would 
include schools. There were very large gifts to 
schools. They paid the salaries of the teachers, . 
and they gave, I think, an annual sum of 100 1. 
a year to the scholars as premiums for good atten- 
dance and answering. 

596. Can you tell me how much a year they 
gave to churches? — At that time the Church - 
was endowed, and we did not require a sustenta- 
tion ; but I believe they built entirely from the- 
ground the church at Moneymore, a building, 
which I believed cost (I can only gbe my own- 
estimate of it) some 6,000 1. or 7,000 1. 

597. And they gave a yearly contribution of 
15 l, I think? — They gave to myself, when I. 
was curate of one parish, 15 l. a year to be added 
to my salary from my rector ; and when I became 
an incumbent, and employed a curate, they gave 
the same to my curate also. Perhaps I may 
explain with regard to that (I do not want to 
dilate upon it) that it was sold to me by their 
agent at the time, M ajor Miller, that that sum 
was given, as they had saved 25 per cent, of their 
tithe, under the Tithe Rent Charge Act, and they 

d 3 did 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 



Mr. Lea. — continued. 



did not wish to put it in their pocket, but wished 
to increase the comforts of the curates ; and they 
gave that steadily on until of late. 

598. Is that still continued? — No, it is with- 
drawn these ten years, I should think, from me, 
and I have to supplement it from my own pocket 
to my curate. 

599. You mentioned that there was 800 l. a 
year given in charities by the Board of Governors ; 
is that continuing? — Oh, no; the Board of 
Governors disappeared ; we got no notice of it, 
but we passed out of existence and were not in- 
formed of it. 

600. That 800 l. a year, I suppose, now goes 
into the pockets of the Drapers’ Company ? — I do 
not know what is done with it. 

601. Do you think it is part of that large sura 
of 60,000 1. which they gave to the East-end of 
London a short time ago? — It would have been 
a very good contribution to it, but I cannot say 
whether it is or not 



602. Have the school subscriptions diminished 
at all? — Yes, they used to pay the entire salaries 
of the teachers in the schools in my earlier years 
tli ere, but now they only give a small grant ; a 
decent grant of, I think, 20 1 a year to assist 
the teacher in addition to the Government salary. 
I only say 20 1. a year from memory ; I cannot 
positively swear t.o it. 

_ d03. Since the disendowment what do they 
give to the Church Sustentation Fund ? — The 
Drapers’ Company gave, I was told by some of 
the Drapers themselves, 2,000 /. originally as a 
donation to the Irish Church. 

604. That was on its disestablishment ?— That 
was on its disestablishment. 1,000 1. of that was 
to go to the general purposes of the Church ; 
the other 1,000 1. wns to be divided, and the 
interest to go to help to pay the clergymen over 
10 parishns ; 4 l. a year to each parish. 

605. Questions have been asked with regard 
to private ownership ; I think you have known 
cases of large sums having been given by private ' 
landowners in the district; has not Mr. 0<rilvy 
in your district given a large sum ? — He has! 

606. What did he give ?— The circumstances 

under which he gave it were peculiar. He was 
the lessee of the Skinners’ Estate. The lease 
expired and he surrendered the income of that 
estate which is supposed to be very large ; but 
though he received no emoluments of any kind, 
he paid down 6,000 l. into our diocesan treasury 
for the Church. J 

607. So that private landowners have given to 

the Church funds as well as the companies? 

Nobly. There is one sitting in this room who 
has done nobly in that very neighbourhood. 

608. Can you tell us some of the subscriptions 
which have been withdrawn ; I understand vou 
to say that some school subscriptions have been 
withdrawn ?- They have. I gratefully say, how- 
ever, that they continue their subscription of 
10 1. a year to my own school ; I acknowledge 
with gratitude their treatment. There are two 
schools in my own parish (I cannot speak for the 
schools in tiie Diocese of Armagh, but only for 
those m the Diocese of Derby) and as the 
teachers have been changed what the company 



gave to assist the teachers in addition to the 
salary has been withdrawn, and the premiums 
have also been withdrawn. 

609. Is that the rule which some of the com- 
panies lay down ?— We have not gone very far 
since the sale yet, but that appears to be the line 
pursued. 

610. Then when a teacher removes or dies 
the companies’ grant ceases? — You must appoint 
a new teacher at your own risk ; it has been done 
in many cases. 

611. Do you know anything about the Mag- 
herafelt district on the Salters’ Estate? — I do. 

612. Can you tell me what happened to the 
schools there? — The Salters’ Company handed 
over to the church trustees one school to which 
previously to that they contributed 10 l. a year. 
They have reduced their subscription from 10 1. 
to 5 /., and I am rather apprehensive that that 
5 l. will not go beyond the present teacher. 

613. What have you t.o say with respect to 
other matters ? — My friend and neighbour, Dr. 
Jordan, is in the diocese of Armagh, and he also 
complains very much of the reductions made in 
grants for educational purposes in that which 
was the central town, the most important town 
on the Salters’ Estate. 

614. Can you give the Committee some in- 
stances of that ? — I can ; there is the Beany 
school in Magherafelt to which the contribution 
of the Salters’ Company in former times was 
about 150 1. a year, and they have reduced it to 
about 56 l. That is a school which teaches classics 
to a better class, and the head master is a master 
of art of Cambridge ; there was an exhibition also 
of 40 /. a year to a pupil of the Beany school ; 
that has ceased also. There was an infant school 
to which their subscription was about 30/, a 
year ; that has ceased. There was a grant also 
of 10 /. a year to a school close to me, which I 
am better acquainted with, which was reduced 
first of all to 5 /., and now it is discontinued. 

Sir John Ellis. 

615. What was it before it wns reduced to 5 l. ? 
— It was reduced from 10 /. to 5 /., and now even 
the 5 7. is discontinued. There also used to be a 
good deal done in the way of keeping the school 
houses in repair, which is now thrown entirely 
upon the locality. 

Mr. Lea. 

616. An opinion was given here the other day 
that it is not only the grants that are lost but 
also a proportion of the Government result fees ; 
do you confirm that opinion?— Yes, that is a 
most serious matter ; one of the conditions of 
obtaining Government result fees is that the 
locality contributes a certain proportion ; the sum 
is divided into three : one-third is paid absolutely 
whether there are local contributions or not; if 
there is no local contribution there is no further 
payment to the teacher ; if there is a local con- 
tribution amounting to one-third, the teacher 
receives the other two-thirds, the Government 
giving one-third, and the locality one-third; 
it is a very important thing to the school- 
master. 

617. It 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




31 



ON IRISH SOCIETY AND CITY COMPANIES (IRISH ESTATES). 



The Venerable E. J. Hamilton, a.h. 



Mr. Lea— continued. Mr. Lea— continue*!-''''' 

617. It is, of course, very important to get clerk in wl i icb-h*-'—^ -cnfftThey were sorry that 

wood schoolmasters? — It is most important and § val1t m 7 request (thpy mav not 

most difficult where there is not the loual-f 3 '' — ™ e very words, but it is the meaning of them), 

618. Do you know_±lu»— ' a~mfltrerry Schools? but it was part of a general reduction which was 

tv _ ‘-j -rrnjm rrrs^afc of Ballinderry. taking place. 

619. Are there any other schools that you 627. This is the company that takes more than 
know in your district? — I daresay there are, 2,000/. a year out of your parish 9 — The Poor 
but I cannot at the moment recall them ; I think Law valuation of the land alone is 2,198 7. a 



that is the rule that has been generally pursued, 
reduction and discontinuance ; I know something 



628. And this is the company that is so poor, 



about the Skinners’ Schools too; they came and yet can give 60,000 /.to an East End London 
before me officially at our last Diocesan Council ; Charity ? — So I hear. 



a report, was brought in that on the portions of 
the estates which were sold they were discon- 



629. They have land outside your parish, have 
they not?— Yes, I think they have. 



tin ning the small grants of 4 1. and 5 /. a year to 
the various sohools. 

620. If you cannot prove it we shall have 
somebody who will, but can you tell me whether 
grants have been withdrawn, from the schools in 
the parishes of Tamlaght, Lissan, Cookstown and 
Arboe ? — I cannot ; they are in the diocese of 
Armagh, at a distance from me ; I speak of those 
which come under my personal knowledge. 

621. With regard to the Presbyterian churches 
in your district, there are several Presbyterian 
country churches around you ; do you know the 
church at Lecumpher, for instance ? — Yes ; I 
know it very well ; it is in my parish within a 
mile and-a-half. 

622. I think they had a grant of 10/. a year 
from the Salters’ Company ? — They had. 

623. Has that been withdrawn ? —It has been 



630. Do you know what the income is of the 
Drapers’ Estate ? — I cannot give the figures. 

631. Can you give me an idea of the income 
that the Drapers’ Company receive from the 
county Derry ? — I can give you the general list, 
which I think is not very far astray. It is about 
13,000 l. a year, perhaps more. Of course I can- 
not pledge myself to figures. 

632. 1 have in my hand a report of the Drapers’ 
Company in 1818, and I see that then the income 
was 9,871 1. ( handing a book to the Witness)-, that 
income of course would now be very much 
greater ? — Naturally. 

633. Did the Drapers’ Company expend large 
sums of money in improvements of their tenants’ 
property, or did the tenants make the improve- 
ments themselves ? — I suppose the tenants did a 
good deal too. 



withdrawn for, I should think, five years. 

624. Then there are four ofhere Presbyterian 
churches in your neighbourhood, I think ; at 
Drapcrstown, Tobermore, Coagh, and Cooks- 
town ; can you tell me whether the grants have 
been withdrawn by the Drapers' Company from 
those Presbyterian churches ? — I cannot speak 
from absolute personal knowledge, but I have 
heard it, and it has been told me on most reliable 
authority. 

625. We have had no Presbyterian ministers 
here at present ; we shall have some perhaps by- 
and-bye ; those are some of the instances of with- 
drawals of subscriptions and donations by the 
London companies ; and I presume that they 
have given you some foundation for your appre- 
hensions with regard to the other sums ? — Un- 
doubtedly. 

626. Have you any further reason for think- 
ing that the companies meditate withdrawal of 
their subscriptions ?— I think what I have already 
said shows that a system of withdrawal has been 
gradually and steadily pursued. From time to 
time there have been withdrawals. F or instance, 
the Drapers’ Company possess in my parish land 
the Poor Law valuation of -which is 2,198 /., and 
they gave an annual donation of 30/.; after 
some time I got a notice that it was reduced 
from 30 l. to 20 /. I felt this very much, and I 
waited upon deputations that came over, aud 
they kindly heard me, and I thought that we 
should hear no more of it, and that they were not 
going to continue the withdrawal. That was 
the impression left upon my own mind from the 
meeting. I went afterwards to Drapers’ Hall, 
and I also pleaded again there, and they gave me 
no answer ; but I then received a letter from the 

0.146. 



634. Under the Ulster custom is it not usual 
for the tenants to reclaim and improve land ? — It 
is ; but I will say for the companies that they 
helped their tenants in a most generous manner 
in carrying out roads, drainage, and bridges. I 
think that they were noble in their management 
at that period. 

635. Still the farm buildings are built by the 
tenants, I think? — They were generally, but the 
companies also helped them; they lent them 
money I know in many cases, and they also 
gave them slates and timber. 

636. Will you kindly read to the Committee 
the next paragraph in the official report? — It 
gives the sum of 9,871 /. a year as the income of 
the property from which was to be deducted only 
the expenses of agency and management, e< ns by 
the universal practice of the country repairs and 
new buildings of all sorts are done and executed 
at the expense of the tenant, without the land- 
lord contributing either materials or workmanship, 
and by the same universal practice all rates and 
taxes are borne by the tenants without any de- 
duction from the rent.” 

637. Would you kindly turn to the first page 
of that book, and tell me what book it is ? — It is 
the first report of the Court of Assistants of the 
Drapers’ Company. There are two reports of a 
deputation who,. in pursuance of a resolution of 
the Court of Assistants of the Drapers’ Company, 
23rd January 1817, and 3rd August 1818, visited 
the estates of the Company in the county of 
Londonderry, in Ireland. 

638. Wa> it ordered to be printed by the 
court ? — It was ordered by the court to be printed 
for the use of its members. 

639. I think we may understand this to be an 

d 4 official 
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x,x “ T — continued. 

official report of the Drapers' 0 ^,^ ? Cer- 

tainly, I should 6ay so. 

640. Do you consider then that the Drapers’ 
Company have a right to sell their estates and 
withdraw all their grants ? — I do not ; I think 
they have no such right. Perhaps they may have 
a legal right, but I do not think they have 
a moral right; however, it is a matter of 
opinion. 

641. I will return to that later on; going for 
the present to the parishes, could you give the 
Committee some information as to the difficulties 
which will arise if the grants from the grants of 
the companies cease? — Yes, we shall be, as a 
rule, in a worse position than if the companies 
had never come to the country. 

642. They built churches ? — They did ; they 
supported schools, and they helped the curates ; 
they paid 15 l a year a-piece to some, and 10 /. to 
others. 

643. Had they never come, what would have 
happened ? — The country would have been filled 
with local gentry, and the local gentry in Ireland, 
notwithstanding the hard times, have not, except 
in extreme cases, reduced their subscriptions. 

644. Do you think that the companies have in 
the matter of subscriptions given much more than 
the local gentry would have given ? - No ; I may 
say that 1 had something to do with matters in 
connection with the general disturbance that fol- 
lowed in our finances after disendowment. It 
will, perhaps, be in the memory of some of the 
gentlemen here present that one of the argu- 
ments used to show that no great harm could be 
done by disendowment, was that the landed pro- 
prietors of Ireland were largely churchmen, and 
would contribute ; and there was a general pro- 
position thrown out when the representative body 
first took charge of the funds, that if the land- 
lords generally contributed from lj to 2 per 
cent, the church could be maintained in modest 
decency ; and the Drapers’ Company have given 
less than that. I may also mention in confirma- 
tion of what I say now, that an estate in my 
parish in which there was a minority under the 
Court of Chancery, on the application of the 
parties an order was made (I could not brincr it 
with me, because I was from home when I 
received your telegram), on the receiver to pay 
2 per cent, for the sustentation of the church on 
that estate. _ That is a grant above the rate that 
the companies have granted in my parish. 

645. How will the parishes work if these 
grants are withdrawn?— I cannot see at all; 
they have noble churches, in some cases built by 
the companies, and how they are to have an 
educated clergy for them I cannot understand. 

646. Have not arrangements been made by 
which certain fixed incomes have been given to 
churches upon the supposition of those grants ?— 
Yes ; our diocesan council enters into a contract 
with each clergyman when he is appointed to 
continue his income as long as he holds his incum- 
bency. We framed that contract upon the sup- 
position that the subscriptions will be continued, 
and if a subscription fails the clergyman’s income 
goes on ; but the parish gets into debt and will 
ultimately be swamped. 



Mr. Lea — continued. 

647. When the Salters’ Company sold their 

estates you entered into negotiations with the 
Compaq r AV a continuance of grants, did you 
not? We were surprised when we 

received an intimation from the Salters- Ou.u rm „ 
that the payment to be made, I think in the* end 
of 1886, was the last; we of course made our 
grievance known, but at first without effect ; and 
then a deputation was funned with the intention 
of waiting upon the Company, and I am not 
certain that 1 did not write myself to fix the date 
for it ; but 1 came to London thinking that the 
date had arrived on purpose to go with the de- 
putation; the Lord Primate was one of the 
members, the Bishop of Derry was another, and 
there were two noblemen. 

648. Who were the noblemen ? — I think Lord 
Belmore was one and the Duke of Abercorn was 
the other ; I came to London thinking that the 
day had arrived when we should be called; I 
wrote to the clerk asking him about the arrange- 
ments ; he said that I was under a misappre- 
hension and that there had been no arrangement 
made ; and then we received a notification that 
no deputation -would be received, that it was 
useless, and that the resolution to withdraw the 
payments was (I think 1 can swear to the two 
last words) “ final and irrevocable,” or they were 
words equivalent if not those very words. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

649. In what year was that? — In 1887, at the 
time of the Jubilee. 

Chairman. 

650. That was the Salters’ Company ? — Yes, 
the Salters’ Company. 

Mr. Lea. 

651. We have had no Presbyterian minister 
here at present ; did the Presbyterians propose to 
send a deputation ? — I do not know ; I cannot 
apeak as to that. There was a meeting at which 
the Presbyterians and my church joined, and the 
Presbyterians were as loud in complaints as we 
were; but I do not think that they took any 
particular steps. There was another thing that 
alarmed us very much, if I may be permitted to 
draw attention to it. Perhaps it may be in the 
memory of some of the gentlemen here that there 
was a correspondence in the “ Times ” about this 
time last year, and there was a letter from Sir 
Robert Fowler. It appears that the master was 
absent, and Sir Robert Fowler took up as it 
were the part of the companies in the “ Times,” 
aucl he gave an account of his visit to Maghera- 
felt in the year 1885, I think, when he was 
master of the company. In the letter (which I 
suppose can be found in the columns of the 
“ Times ”) he said that one of the advantages to 
be gained by the company from tlie sale was that 
they would no longer have to continue their sub- 
scriptions. That frightened us. 

652. Then in addition to the knowledge that 
grants had been withdrawn, you had what was 
practically an intimation that the whole of the 
grants might be withdrawn ? — Yes, it was a dis- 
continuance of grants. Then I may mention 

that 
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Mr. Lea — continued. 

that afterwards they regranted the payments, 
and they are continued to this day; but there is 
this condition or stipulation attached, and it does 
not inspire confidence ; that, they are subject to 
annual revision. That was in the official notifi- 
cation. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

653. In what year was that ? — That was last 
year, 1888. That was the time that the cor- 
respondence went on. 

Mr. Lea. 

654. Have you at hand the opinion of the 
Master of the Salters’ Company, or of those who 
acted for the Salters’ Company, as to the con- 
tinuance of the grants at that time ? — It was Sir 
Robert Fowler’s letter, but I have not it at hand. 
I have the correspondence at home, but I was 
away from home at some distance, and could 
not get to my papers, and I had not time to 
bring it, 

655. What was the feeling in the district at 
the withdrawal of those agents 1 — It w r as a feel- 
ing of very great dissatisfaction and disappoint- 
ment. 

656. Was it understood when the estates were 
sold that these grants would be withdrawn ? — 
There was no understanding of the kind. On 
the contrary, I was assured by a person who was 
well qualified to give an opinion that though the 
estates were to be sold the grants would be 
continued. From time to time I was assured 
of it. 

657. Is there any further evidence besides 
yours as to that ? — A great deal of evidence came 
before me. There was a magistrate there, a Mr. 
Gaussen, and there were several of the tenants 
who avowed that the promise was given to them 
that the grant would be continued. It is con- 
tinued now. 

658. There were articles in the. papers con- 
demning the companies, I think, for the action 
they had taken ? — They offered a very good 
suggestion to the companies. 

659. Do you remember that when the Master 
of the Salters’ Company was informed of the 
view that the public took of his liabilities he 
used in reply the words that it was “a novel 
view ” ? — Yes ; and I replied to that by answering 
that others had taken that view. My letter is 
in existence, I think, in the columns of the 
“ Times,” and in it I said that if it were a novel 
view, it was one that others had taken of the 
matter, and I instanced Mr. Ogilvy. 

660. What is your view of the reasons that 
induced the London Companies to come to 
Ulster? — 1 take up the words of the charter, 
and I think there can be no doubt about it, and 
that is pretty well understood in the country 
too. 

661. It is a little strange, is it not, that the 
Master of the Salters’ Company should say that it 
is a novel view ? — Yes. 

662. There is no doubt that grants have been 
withdrawn ; but apparently the Salters’ Company 
intended to withdraw the whole of their grants ? 
— I cannot answer for their intention. We only 
know the fact. 

663. You are afraid of it? — We were. We 
0.146. 



Mr. Lea— continued. 

wei-e not only afraid; we had a notification 
of it. 

664. And they claimed the right of with- 
drawal ? — They claimed the right of withdrawal, 
and they acted upon it so far as notifying the two 
councils of Derry and Armagh. 

665. And then it was that the clergy and 
everybody desired that some steps should be 
taken? — We took up the case, and tried to get 
the public to take an interest in it. 

Chairman. 

666. You make no complaint against the Irish 
Society, do you? — None in the world; they have 
been generous and noble. 

667. Is there any complaint amongst any of 
the people against the Irish Society; did you 
ever hear of any such complaint? — That question 
covers a long time. I have heard about such 
matters as that. But as to their general genero- 
sity, I must say that there is a feeling that the 
Irish Society are generous, and fulfil their charter 
to the letter. 

668. With regard to the different companies, 
could you mention the names of all that you have 
complaints against? you have mentioned the 
Salter's: are there any others? — I think the 
Drapers have been withdrawing. I give them 
credit for their generosity in days long gone by. 

669. Can you give me the names of any com- 
panies that you have complaints against recently ? 
— The Skinners’ Company are withdrawing. 

670. Any others? — I cannot sav. Several 
have sold their estates, and have left little or 
nothing behind them. 

671. Can you give the names of those com- 
panies ? — I cannot remember. 

Mr. Lea. 

672. Are they in your district? — No, they are 
not ; they are on the other side of the county 
altogether from me. 

Chairman. 

673. But these sales and the dropping of sub- 
scriptions have been in recent years ? — Yes. 

674. About when did they begin? — There 
was a talk of the sale of the Salters’ Estate, I 
think, 15 years ago. 

675. But when did they sell ? — I should think 

it is about three years ago. 

676. Till then did they keep up their sub- 
scriptions ? — They did. 

677. And when they sold, did they leave any 
funds to keep up the subscription or not ? — Not 
that I am aware of. 

678. Have the subscriptions in consequence 
dropped ? — No, they have been restored. 

679. By the Salters’ Company ? — By the Sal- 
ters’ Company. 

680. Then you have no complaint against 
them as I understand on that score? — Not on 
that score. 

681. Provided that you can get security for 
the .future? — Provide.! that we can get security 
for the future. 

682. You have no complaint against them as 
to the past, but you have apprehensions for the 
future ? — Exactly ; we dislike that “ subject to 
annual revision.” 

E 683. But 
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Chairman — continued. 

683. But may I take it that you are satisfied 
with their subscription now, and that you arc 
only afraid that you have not got security ? — 
That is exactly my view. 

684. Does that apply to schools? — I would 
like the schools to be restored. 

683. What do you mean by “ restored ” ? — 
The 10 1. grants to schools have been reduced to 
5 /., and I would like them to be put back to 
what they were originally, viz., 10 Z. I do not 
want the companies to go beyond their own 
measure. 

686. About when did they drop from 10 /. to 
5 l. ? — I should think between two and three 
years ago. 

687. Do you suppose that there was any cause 
for that dropping in the lowering of rents, or any- 
thing of that kind ? — No ; I cannot fancy that a 
great company like that would be affected by a 
5 l. grant to a school. 

688. But the grants did drop? — They did 
drop. 

689. And you would be satisfied if they re- 
stored them to their original amount? — Yes; and 
if they would secure thorn to us. 

690. Are there any other companies beside the 
Salters’ Company that you have similar com- 
plaint against? — I have a complaint against the 
Drapers’ Company. 

691. What did the Drapers’ Company do? — • 
They reduced their original subscriptions to the 
church in my own case by one-third. 

692. When did they do that? — I should think 
it is five or six years ago. I have not the dates. 

693. It is less than 10 years? — Yes; it is five 
or six years a” 0 , I should say. 

694. And up to that time you were content 
with them? — We were. We did not complain, 
though I felt that the line that was drawn was a 
tight one. 

695. You think the Drapers’ Company were 
not a liberal company ? — They have been liberal 
in particular places, but in my own parish I did 
not think they did me justice. 

696. Perhaps some other parishes think the 
same ? — I am candid by giving you an opinion. 

I compare the rental of other parisl.es, and their 
contribution, with the rental of my parish, and its 
contribution, and I have a larger number of 
church people. 

697. Have you any complaints against the 
other companies besides the Salters’ Company, 
and the Drapers’ Company ?— I complained of 
the Skinners’ Company withdrawing, and they 
have been a generous company. 

698. But this system of withdrawing has com- 
pletely shaken your confidence ; when did they 
begin to withdraw ? — Only very lately, within 
the last few mouths, just as the estate has been 
parted with. 

699. Is there any other company besides those 
three that has done the same thing ? — I thiuk the 
Fishmongers have withdrawn the grants from their 
schools. 

'700. What schools are those: — They are near 
Limavady, on the shore of Lough Foyle, very 
fine school-houses. 

701. That is four companies; are there any 
other companies against which .you have com- 



. Chairman - continued, 

plaints to make? — No; 1 think there are some 
companies that- still retain their estates, and 
behave generously. What we feel is the sale of 
the estates, and the desire to cut the country. 

702. You would not object to their leaving the 
country if they sold their estates, and left a 
capital sum agaiust their subscriptions ? — We 
cannot keep a guest against his will ; but I 
think that the companies going away is a public 
loss. 

703. In what way ? — They promote every 
public work ; for instance, our local railways 
were largely supported, and, in fact, enabled to 
be earned out through the generosity of some of 
the companies. 

704. And you think they will ba a great loss 
to landlords to the north of Ireland ? — I do think 
so. There was comfort prevailing over their 
estates very different from that which existed on 
the estates of some small proprietors in the 
neighbourhood; it was quite a pleasure to go 
upon their property. 

705. They were good landlords? — They were. 

706. They have been good in the past; but 
you arc afraid of their being bad in the future? 
— I am afraid of their being bad in the future, 
and they are giving us only too much reason 
for it. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

707. You were asked a question, were you 
not, as to why the companies came to Ulster ? — 
I do not think that was the question. . 

Chairman. 

708. You stated what was their object in being 
in Ulster ? — I stated the conditions under which 
they came. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

709. In your opinion, why did the companies 
come to Ulster ?— They have stated it over and 
over again; to banish superstition, and what I 
may call barbarism, and to introduce religion, 
education, and prosperity ; that was the object 
of the charter. I have studied the question very 
closely. 

710. To what charter or charters do you 
refer? — I refer to the Charter of James I. 

711. Do you consider that that includes all the 
companies ?— It does certainly. It includes the 
grant of the whole land, with the power to the 
Irish Society to grant to the companies. 

712. Does that charter include a specific grant 
to these companies ?— I really forget; I did not 
go so much through the grant to the companies 
as I did through the conditions attached to the 
grant. Certainly one of the charters mentions 
particular town lands, I think, for particular 
companies ; hut I cannot give you that evidence 
clearly, and I will not attempt to do so. I think 
the grants were different. 

Chairman. 

713. The document will speak for itself? — 
Yes. 

Sir Richard ?'cmple. 

714. Are you able to state whether it is so? 
— I believe power was given to the Society to 
make grants to the companies; but I am not 

certain 
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Sir Richard Temple — continued, 
certain that the grants were absolutely speci- 
fied. 

715. Then if you are not sure that the com- 
panies are included in that charter, how do you 
make out that the companies arc bound by that 
charter? — The whole lands were granted subject 
to the stipulations of that charter, and therefore 
if they are divided, they must, in my opinion, 
bear their share. 1 am only talking common 
sense now, not law. 

716. To whom was the district granted ? —To 
the different companies. 

Colonel Laurie. 

717. “ And whereas our beloved and faithful 
subjects the Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens 
of our City of London, burning with a fragrant 
zeal, &c., are prepared to accept these conditions 
everything is granted to them.” That is the 
original Charter of James I., is it not? — Yes. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

718. Would that include these companies spe- 
cifically? — 1 think that is a legal question which 
I cannot answer. 

719. Are you. aware that these companies pur- 
chased their estates for a valuable consideration 
originally ? — The records show that each com- 
pany did pay specific sums for its estate. 

720. Did not those sum9 then amount to the 
purchase money ? — I suppose they were purchase 
money, but l cannot say that they were value. 
That is a very difficult question to answer. 

721. Then if the companies purchased their 
estates originally, how does their position differ 
from that of other landlords ?— The Irish Society, 
I suppose, are the party that the chartee con- 
veyed the property to, and they got the estates 
8ui>j ect to a particular trust ; and my feeling is, 
that they could not release a portion of the 
estate from the trust and transfer it to the small 
portion remaining in their own hands. That is 
my opinion. 

722. Then do you consider that the companies, 
when they purchased the estates, took over the 
trust with the purchase? — I think the trusts 
attached themselves to the estates. 

723. Do y ou consider that when the companies 
purchased the estates they took over the trusts 
with the purchase? — I do; I. think the trusts 
must follow the estates. 

724. Then, by parity of reasoning, might it 
not be argued that the purchasers of those es- 
tates under the Ashbourne Act have taken over, 
the trust ? — Impossible. 

725. If not, how do you argue that when the 
City Companies purchased they took over the 
trust with the purchase ?— There is a great dif- 
ference between selling a large estate and pro- 
perty to an individual, subject to a trust, if you 
choose to call it so, or a charge, and breaking up 
that property, and allowing persons who are 
interested in that charge to look to the vast mul- 
titude of new and small proprietors. 

726. Then do you consider that the transfer of 
the liability merely depends upon the solidarity 
or the breaking up of the estate ? — Very much, 
almost entirely. It is a great question .if they 

0.146. 



Sir Richard Temple— continued, 
had the right to break up the estate into these 
small fractions and sell them as they have done. 

727. If they were purchasers have not they a 
right to sell in pieces uuder the Ashbourne Act ? 
— I think if I had an estate subject to a mort- 
gage, and sold it to another person and did not 
pay off the mortgage, he would be responsible 
for the mortgage. 

Colonel Laurie. 

728. Are you aware that the companies ob- 
tained licenses to hold land in mortmain ? — No ; 
I have not gone into that question ut all. 

729. It is a fact; those licenses have been 
handed in to the Committee here, and these 
licenses to hold in mortmain were contempo- 
raneous with the distribution of this land to the 
various companies ; does not that imply a con- 
dition of ownership. Otherwise why was the 
license to hold land in mortmain obtained from 
the Crown?— Legai terms are being used which 
I am not quite conversant with. 

730. You must know what mortmain is? — I 
know what mortmain is in one sense. 

731. You know that a public body cannot hold 
land except for certain very small purposes with- 
out obtaining a license to hold in mortmain; 
does not therefore the possession of a license to 
hold land in mortmain involve ownership? — l do 
not know at all. That is a legal question, and I 
have not considered that as much as I have the 
general trust. 

732. You said, did you not, in a reply of yours, 
that originally the compauics had behaved with 
great generosity to their tenants, that they had 
given them materials forpermar.entimprovements, 
and that they had lent them money at moderate 
rates of interest ? — When I say moderate, per- 
haps it was 5 per cent. 

733. That was hardly consistent with the 
report of the Drapers’ Company which was placed 
in your hands: — My experience of the property 
does not go back to 1817. 

734. Do you still adhere to the original state- 
ment ? — I adhere to my statement based on my 
experience, that Ike estate has improved enor- 
mously under their management. 

735. Have you any idea as to the reasons 
which induced these companies lately to sell their 
land ? — I think there was a general distrust of 
Irish affairs, and a feeling that it was not a bad 
country to get out of. 

736. Was there any fear, do you suppose, that 
the plan of campaign, and the no-ri-nt policy, 
might have reacted your county of London- 
derry ? — There was very little of it in London- 
derry, and amongst that part of the population 
that I was conversant with there was honesty, 
aud an honest desire to fulfil their contracts ; and 
that is the very part of the community that they 
are now taking away the grants from. 

737. Was there a general desire that the 
tenants should become the absolute owners of 
their holdings ? —I think there was little or no 
such desire. 

738. But they have bought? — They have 
bought, but I think they had little or no desire 
at that time, and it took a great deal of induce- 

e 2 ment 
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Colonel Laurie — continued, 
ment and persuasion to get them to buy under 
Lord Ashbourne’s Act. 

739. And you do not consider that it is for the 
advantage of the country that these estates 
should be distributed to the tenants? — Looking 
at the thing from a wide point of view, and not 
as affecting particular individuals, but as affect- 
ing the districts, I feel that the departure of the 
companies is a loss. 

740. You know, I presume, that the value of 
land has somewhat decreased of late in Ulster? 
— I think it is nearly as dear now as ever it was. 
I am not speaking of the value of land, but of 
the value of rent. The tenant-right sells as high 
as ever it sold. 

741. In a debate in the House of Commons 
the other day Sir Robert Fowler stated that 
when certain subsidiary companies sold their 



The Reverend Charles King Irwin, 
Chairman. 

744. What is your position in Ireland ? — I am 
Rector of a Parish, but it is in my official capacity 
that I am here. 

745. What is your official capacity? — I am 
Financial Secretary of the Diocese of Armagh. 

746. What is your parish? — Derrynoose. 

747. Have yon, as financial secretary of the 
diocese, come much in contact with the London 
Companies ?— As financial secretary of the diocese 
I have not had personal contact with them, but 
I have had a good deal of correspondence with 
them, and I had in my younger days some 
personal acquaintance with a large portion of the 
Salters’ Company’s property. I lived in my 
younger days at Magherafelt, and I know a good 
deal about them there ; but that is quite distinct, 
of course, from my official knowledge, 

748. In Armagh have you any complaints to 
make up till recently of any of the companies ? — 
Yes, of the Drapers we have. 

749. When was that? — I am not in a position 
to say whether the Drapers’ Company had been 
giving to parishes in our diocese previous to 
1875 or not; if they did they gave their donations 
to the individual parishes, and not through me ; 
but in 1875 they began to contribute through 
me, and in 1885 .they reduced what had been 
140 1. a year to 100 Z. a year. 

750. Were you satisfied with what they did 
in 1875 ? — Oh, yes, we did not feel that we had 
any right to complain ; we thought it was fair 
enough. 

751. Then what you objected to was the re- 
duction in 1885 ? — Yes. 

752. Have you any other complaints to make 
against them?— Of course there is a want of 
stability all round which applies to both them 
and the Salters’ Company. I may say that I 
know nothing about any other companies except 
the Salters and the Drapers ; they are the only 
companies that have property in the diocese of 
Armagh. 

753. Does the same thing apply to the Salters’ 
Company with regard to Armagh as applies to 
the Drapers’ ? — The Salters’ Company have al- 
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Colonel Laurie — continued, 
holdings to the Salters’ Company the estate was 
valued at 280,000 Z., or the sale took place upon 
that basis, and that the Salters’ Company have 
now sold theii entire estates for 220,000 Z. ; did 
you see that statement ? — I saw that statement 
in the paper. 

742. Do you think, from personal knowledge 
and observation that that is a fair statement, of 
the decrease in the value of land in the north of 
Ireland? — I think that properties which would 
have sold for 25 years’ purchase before some 
recent political events would now perhaps pro- 
duce 17 years’ purchase ; but that affects all 
landlords as well as the companies. 

743. The companies who have sold have not 
taken the extreme value that the land has ever 
attained, have they ? — I think their tenants have 
got bargains. 



d.d., called in; sworn, and Examined. 

Chairman — continued. 

ways paid 245 Z. for a great many years. They 
had paid less at first. They gradually raised 
their contributions an to the year 1881. The 
contribution continued fixed at 245 Z., distributed 
over six parishes. Then we received an intima- 
tion from them in 1887 that the contribution was 
terminated. They said, “ The contributions 
will not in future be voted by the Company in 
consequence of their haviug ceased to be land- 
owners in the county of Derry, in the diocese of 
Armagh.” 

754. Have they sold this property? — They 
have sold it; they sold, I fancy, in the year 1886; 
under Lord Ashbourne’s Act, and on the 10th 
January 1887 they wrote to me to suy that they 
would pay no more. 

755. Have the sold to small tenants? — I fancy 
they are all small tenants, more or less. 

756. Do they subscribe ? — Some few of them 
do. I have brought with me, for the information 
of the Committee, the last published subscrip- 
tion list of all the churchpeople of the diocese 
of Armagh, which shows with regard to those 
parishes as well as others what it may be sup- 
posed that the peasantry are able to give. 

757. Do the people who bought that land sub- 
scribe in the same proportion as the company 
used to subscribe? — Not a penny more than ever 
they did nor ever will. 

75b. Why?— For one thing, an Irish farmer 
means a very different kind of person from what 
an Englishman understands a farmer to be. An 
Irish farmer is a small peasant. We speak of 
farmers in a different sense from what you in 
England speak of them. 

759. In what way ? — I do not think that you 
in England would call a man who farms seven or 
eight acres a farmer. 

760. He would be a small farmer. We have 
small farmers in Wales especially. But you 
mean that the holdings are so small that they 
cannot afford to subscribe ? — I verily believe 
that they all subscribe as much as they are able 
to subscribe. We have made a calculation, not 
only over our own families, but also over the 

average 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



ON IRISH SOCIETY AND CITY COMPANIES (IRISH ESTATES). 



37 



30 July 1889.J 



Rev. C. K. Irwin, d.d. 



[ Continued. 



Chairman — continued. 

average of the Presbyterian families of our 
diocese, and we have arrived at the figuera that 
about 5 s. a year is the average contribution per 
family of that class of small farmers, and we do 
not believe that they can do any more. 

761. Do I correctly understand that your com- 
plaint has not so much reference to the past, but 
that you are afraid of the future ? — It is entirely 
for the future with regard to the Salters’ Com- 
pany, and partly the one and partly the other 
with regard to the Drapers’. 

762. Have yon any complaint against the 
Irish Society? — No, they do not come, within 
my purview at all. 

763. Have you any complaint against any 
other of the companies ? — No, none. I know 
nothing whatever about any of the other Com- 
panies. 

764 Have you any further complaints to make 
against those two companies, in addition to what 
you have told us ? — I have no complaint, but I 
would like to point out what the result to us 
would be if these grants were withdrawn. Arch- 
deacon Hamilton told you that the rule prevails 
in the diocese of Derry, that when once a clergy- 
man is appointed to a parish he continuously 
receives the stipulated income of that parish, 
coute qui coute, so long as he continues there. We 
in Armagh perhaps are more hard-hearted ; at 
any rate we think we are better business men ; 
and we do not make such a stipulation with the 
clergyman, but we only pay him if the money is 
paid to us. Consequently under the theory of 
our Diocesan scheme, we give a bonus of 65 per 
cent, upon the parochial contributions. Conse- 
quently the withdrawal of any of these com- 
panies’ annual subscriptions would mean a loss to 
the Sustentation Fund of the parish, and practi- 
cally to the income of the clergyman ; a loss not 
merely of the companies’ contribution, but of the 
further sum of 65 per cent, thereon. In the case 
of some parishes it would mean simple beggary. 

765. Have you anything further to state ? — 
No, I do not know that I have, except to answer 
any questions that I may be able to answer. 

Sir Richard Temple. 

766. Did you not say that besides the Salters’ 
Company and the Drapers’ Company, you have 
no complaint against any other company ? — l 
did ; I know nothing officially about any other 
company. 

767. Then you cannot say whether from your 
oint of view the conduct of the companies has 
een good or otherwise ? — I know nothing about 

them. 

Mr. Lea. 

768. Do you know anything about the schools 
in the parishes ?— No, they do not come under 
my knowledge. I know this much, that the 
Salters’ Company have conveyed to the diocesan 
trustees the fee-simple of the schools, but I do 
not know anything about the matter which you 
were examining Archdeacon Hamilton about 
with regard to the salaries paid to the school- 
master ; that does not come within my business 
at all. The school-houses in our diocese have 
been conveyed to us. 
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769. I presume that you cannot tell the Com- 
mittee anything about the grants to Presby- 
terians and other religious bodies?— No, I do 
not know anything about it. 

770. With regard to questions which you 
were asked by the Chairman as to the status of 
the Protestant population, would you confirm 
Mr. Newlaud’s evidence, which was that the 
Protestant population is either belonging to the 
land-owning class or to the labouring class ? — 
That is very much the case in our diocese as Mr. 
New land said with regard to his diocese. The 
church people, as a general rule, belong to the 
poorer classes. What we in our vernacular call 
the '‘strong” farmers are, generally speaking, 
not Church of Ireland people. 

771. And therefore they cannot be expected 
to contribute?— I do not think that they could 
contribute any more than they give. I have a 
list of the contributions last published, and I 
have also our last official table of the Church 
population, and area in square miles of the 
parishes (handing in the same). 

772. What are the wages which the Protestant 
labourers generally get in your diocese? — I 
should say from 10 s. a week down. 

773. Do those who attend the church mostly 
contribute to support the church ? — Y es, I think 
so ; of course there are some who do not ; there 
are some, probably, who are utterly unable to 
contribute ; but as a general rule l think they 
all contribute their quota. 

774. Have you consulted the charters and the 
terms upon which the estates were given to the 
companies? — No, f have not ; the only thing I 
have seen pertaining to that view of the case at 
all is an extract from the records which a friend 
sent me, which deals particularly with the Salters’ 
and the Drapers' Companies lands, because it 
deals particularly with the Barony of Longhins- 
hollen ; this is an entry in the State papers of 
1610 with reference to the Barony of Loughins- 
hollen, in which I understand the Drapers’ and 
Salters’ properties lie, and which I understand 
was originally not part of the county of Derry 
at all, but was part of the county of Tyrone, and 
was ceded by the Crown to the “Londoners ” (as 
the paper says), because they claim that the 
timber which grew in Loughinshollen would be 
a very great benefit to them, and it was ceded to 
them apparently on the condition that they would 
do their duty by the inhabitants ; that was only 
lately brought under my notice, and I have not 
even had an opportunity of verifying whether it 
is in the State Papers or not. 

775. If the London Companies bought these 
estates for 40,000 Z. should you consider that they 
bought them under the same trusts as the Irish 
Society held them under? — Of course with the 
proviso that I do not speak as a lawyer, I should 
say that they did. 

776. Is that the general impression amongst 
the people ? — I never heard any one say any- 
thing else ; and I may mention that the opinion 
amongst the Salters’ tenants was very strongly, 
that when they were being solicited to bu}', one 
inducement held out to them was that the 
charitable and religious contributions would 

E 3 certainly 
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certainly be continued. I have here a letter from 
a gentleman (I do not know that there is any 
reason for keeping his name secret) who tells me 
that the law agent who conducted the sale assured 
the tenants that all the contributions would be 
continued if they bought. 

Chairman. 

777. What is the name? — The gentleman’s 
name is Mr. Gaussen. 



Sir Richard Temple. 

778. Who is Mr. Gaussen? — He is a large 
tenant of the Salters’ Company. 

Mr. Lea. 

779. The Primate proposed to give evidence, 
did he not ? — I am not aware whether he actually 
wished to give evidence or not, but I know that 
he is exceedingly interested in the matter, and 
he was in London last week, and I am sure that 
he would have been here only that he had to go 
home. 
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SKINNERS’ COMPANY r. IRISH SOCIETY. 



Judgment of Hodse of Lords, 8th August 1845. 

The Skinners’ Company versus the Irish Society and Others. 

Bill in Chancery, filed 16th July 1832, the prayer of which is as follows : — 

And that it may bo declared that your orators and the other companies who contributed to the expenses 
of the said new plantation of Ulster as aforesaid, and to whom and for whose benofit the said lands and 
hereditaments were alio ted and conveyed as aforesaid, are beneficially entitlod to the rants and profits of 
the said ferries, fisheries, and town lands, subject only to the payment of the said yearly sums to the 
Bishop of Derry and the Governor of Culmore Castle, and to the charge? (if any) to which the same are 
subject under tho said articles of agreement and the said charters respectively ; and that it may be 
declared that the said Irish Society of London are trustee? of the same rent3 nud profit? (subject as afore- 
said) for your orators and tho said other companies, and that an account may be taken by and under the 
direction of this honourable Court of the rents and profit? of the said feme?, fisheries, and town lands, 
which have been received by the said defendants, tho Irish Society of London, or by any person or persous 
on their behalf or for their use, or which, without their wilful neglect or default might have been so 
received, and that a partition of the said ferries, fisheries, and town lands, betweon your orators and the 
said other companies may be decreed, and that the same may be effected by proper conveyances ; or if 
this honourable Court shall be of opinion that such partition ought not to be made, then that the said Irish 
Society of London may be removed from being trustees of the said ferries, fisheries, and town lands ; and 
that one or more of the said companies, or such person or persons a? to this honourable Court may appear 
bo3t, may be appointed trustee or trustees of the said ferries, fisheries, and town lands ; or that such other 
arrangement, ns to this honourable Court may appear just and proper, be mado, securing to your orators 
and the said other companies the due payment of their respective proportions of tho rents and profits of 
the said ferries, fisheries, and town lands, and that in the mean time a receiver or receivers of the said 
rent3 and profit? may be appointed under the decree of this honourable Court ; and that the said defen- 
dants, the Irish Society of London, may be restrained by the injunction of this honourable Court from 
collecting, getting in, and receiving the same rents and profits, and every part thereof ; and that your 
orators may have such further and other relief as tho nature of the cr.-e may require, or to your Lordships 
shall seem meet. 



THE JUDGMENT of the House of Lords, Delivered by the Right Honourable Lord Lyndhsrst, Lord High 
Chancellor, and the Right Honourable Lord Campbell, on Friday, the 8th day of August 1845. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR. 

My Lords, it is not necessary in this case that I should enter into a detailed statement of all the fact? referred to 
in the printed cases which were laid upon your Lordships' table, because they nre sufficiently set forth in the 
Judgment of the Master of the Rolls, which is the subject of tho present appeal. I shall confine myself, therefore, 
merely to stating such facts and circumstances as appear to me to be necessary for the purpose of explaining tho 
opinion which I have formed upon this case. 

It appears that in the early part of the reign of James L, in consequence of the attainders occasioned by the then 
recent rebellion, a very large tract of country, consisting of several counties in the north of Ireland, became vested 
in the Crown. James I. was d9sirou3 of settling those lands with hi3 British and Scotch subjects, and establishing 
the Protestant religion in that distriot. For that purpose ho proposed issuing grants of lands to persons who were 
willing to accept them, on certain terms and conditions : those terms and conditions arc fully set forth and 
explained in a book which has been known in the course of these discussions by the name of the Printed Book. 
Great detail is there entered into as to what was expected to be done by the settlers, with respect to the houses 
they were going to build, tho nature of their erection, the tenants that they were to establish, churches that were 
to do built, the fortifications that were to be constructed, aud other objects with reference to the settlement. 

It occurred to the King that it would be extremely desirable to engage the City of London in this undertaking, 
on account of the influence and wealth of that Corporation; and negotiations for that purpose were opened 
between the Privy Council and the Corporation of London : those negotiations were carried on for n considerable 
period of time, and at last terminated in certain articles of agreement. By those articles of agreement it was 
stipulated, on the part of the Crown, that the city of Derry, or the site of the city of Derry, with 4,000 acres of 
land contiguous to it, the town of Coleraine, with 3,000 acres of land contiguous to that town, and an intervening 
district between the River Lough Foyle and the River Bann, containing about 20,000 acres, should be conveyed by 
charter to the Corporation of London. They were also, in addition, to have certain fishings, the fishings of Lough 
Foyle, near the city of Derry, and the fishings of the River Bann. They were also to have Admiralty rights along 
the whole range of the coast, with certain other privileges ; the customs for a period of 99 years : and other advan- 
tages. On their side it was stipulated that they should within a certain time build, I think, 200 houses in the city 
of. Derry, and 100 houses in the town of Coleraine ; that they should ultimately build 300 houses more in the 
city of Derry and 200 more in the town of Coleraine ; that they should construct certain fortifications ; that they 
should provide a garrison for the fortress of Culmore ; that they should advance 20,000 1. to be expended to this 
undertaking. This was the substance of the agreement that was entered into betweon the Privy Council on the 
part of the Crown and the City of London. , 
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Immediately after the completion of this arrangement it occurred to the City of London that it would be proper 
to establish a company for the purpose of superintending the carrying on- the business of this plantation, for the 
purpose of ordering directing, and governing what was to he done with respect to the management of the whole of 
these transactions : 'and accordingly that company was formed, consisting of the Governor and Deputy-Governor, and 
24 Assistants, six of whom, comprehending the Governor, were to be Aldermen, and the Recorder was to be one of the 
Assistants. 

After this arran^oment was completed, the next question was as to the mode in which the money should be levied, 
the 20 000 /. that was stipulated to be raised for the purposes of this plantation. It had been usual at that time, and 
it was assumed apparently as a right incident to the Corporation, to raise money from the companies. The whole 
sum was distributed among the companies, divided between them in curtain proportions, and the companies were to 
raise from the individuals, by poll, the proportions for each. In this manner the 20,000 /. was raised ; and that not 
being sufficient for the purposes that were intended, afterwards a further sum of 20,000/. appears to have been raised 
in the same manner. 

A proposal was made by the Corporation (that is, by , the Common Council, the governing body of the Corporation) to 
the companies to undertake the plantation, that is, to undertake the plantation of the whole of the territory which 
formed the county of Londonderry, situate between Lough Foyle and the River Bann ; and it was proposed that that 
territory should be allotted to them in the proportions of their respective advances ; they were at the same time 
informed that, whether they accepted that offer or nos, they would be liable for the charges of the fortifications, 
buildings, and other matters that were to be performed with respect to this plantation, and that, on the other hand, 
they would be entitled, if they accepted this offer, to have their share and proportion of the produce of tho reserved 
part, namely, the towns, and fishings, and ferries. 

It appears that this proposition was acceded to by the greater part of the companies ; two I believe ultimately 
declined, and the rights of those two became vested in the Corporation. 

This wa 3 the state of things previous to the grant of the charter. In the year 1613 the charter was granted by 
James I. By that charter the company which had been established for tbo purpose of superintending, directing, and 
managing this property was converted into a corporation. By the charter they were created a corporation by the 
style set forth in the charter, and as they are usually styled, the Irish Society ; that was the first part of the charter. 
The charter then went on to convey the whole of the property in question to the Irish Society ; and tho charter went 
on to fulfil, with some variations which had been previously agreed to, the stipulations contained in those articles to 
which I have referred. 

In consequence of this, after the charter was granted, an application was made on the part of the different com- 
panies, for licences to hold in mortmain ; and after those licences had been granted, the Irish Society conveyed in 
severalty to the different companies their proportions agreeably to the undertaking into which they had previously 
entered, aud from that time to the present the respective companies have held those lands in severalty as their own ; 
and the Irish Society, from that period to the present, have held the town lands both of the cit 3 ' of Derry and the 
town of Coleraine, the ferries and the fishings, by an absolute title, letting the property, receiving the rents, and 
employing them entirely according to their own discretion. That is the actual state of things, and was the actual 
state of things at the period to winch I have referred. 

After the death of James I. and the accession of Charles I., some questions arose with respect to the validity of the 
charter, and it became the subject of proceedings in the Court of Star Chamber. Some arbitrary measures were taken 
as to the repeal of the charter ; and, in addition, a fine of 12,000 1 . was imposed on the City ; it was originally a fine 
of 70,000 /., but it was commuted afterwards by a payment of 12,000 /. However, this state of things did not last 
long ; a complaint was made to the House of Commons, which about that time got into the ascendant ; resolutions 
were moved and were adopted, and it was decided that those measures were illegal. Application was made to the 
Crown, and Charles I. promised restitution. However, befoie he had an opportunity of doing this the troubles 
ensued, and it does not appear very distinctly what afterwards took place until the restoration of Charles II. 

Upon the restoration of Charles II. (I think in the second year, the year 1662, the restoration taking place I 
believe in the year 1660), a new charter was granted. That charter recited the promise of restitution by Charles L ; 
and it went on to say that the intention was to replace the parties in their former position, precisely in the same way 
as if nothing had been done. Then it went on to convey again and confirm those lands to the Irish Society, to 
re-incorporate the Irish Society, and to carry out the stipulations and conditions of the former charter, as far as they 
were applicable in consequence of the lapse of time which had occurred since the grant of the former charter. 

Now, my Lords, from that period, as I have before stated, the Irish Society have held possession of the lands and 
property in question ; the different companies have held their lands in severalty ; the Irish Society have applied the 
funds for public purposes connected with the plantation and connected with the affairs of the Society. They have 
applied them for purposes of religion, partly in the building or repairing of churches, of chapels, of public schools, 
paying of schoolmasters, building bridges, fortifications, and a variety of other public objects ; and after they have 
satisfied those public objects, apparently according to their own discretion, they have paid over the surplus, generally 
in round sums, to the different companies, according to tho proportion of their original contributions. 

Now, the question is this : Under thoso circumstances, in what situation does the Irish Society stand ? Are they 
trustees for these companies, for the private interest and advantage and benefit of these companies, or are they 
trustees for public objects ? If they are trustees for public objects and public purposes, it is quite clear that this suit 
cannot be maintained, and the sola question therefore, as a general question, is to determine from all the circum- 
stances arising out of these transactions in which character they stand. If they are mere trustees for the private 
benefit of the companies, their private advantage, then the suit is properly instituted : if, on the other hand, they are 
trustees for public objects, if they are (if I may so say) public officers who have important public duties to perform, 
and if those funds which they hold are applicable to the discharge of those public duties, if they have a discretion as 
to the extent and manner in which they shall apply them, in that case it is quite clear that this suit cannot be main- 
tained in the shape in which it is instituted at tne instance of these companies, or of this company, the Skinners’ 
Company. 

Now, for the purpose of deciding this question, an important question, it is material to consider what was the 
object of this plantation, and what was the object of this grant. It was a great public object ; it was for the 
purpose of providing for the settlement of this district, which bad been laid waste in consequence of the rebellion ; 
it was to introduce civilisation and order into that district ; it was to provide for the establishment thero, and the 
maintenance of the Protestant religion. All these were great and important public objects ; those are stated to be 
the objects, much in detail, in the different documents that are printed in the papers on your Lordships’ table ; those 
are stated to be the objects in the Printed Book to which I have referred. In a letter directed to Sir Arthur 
Chichester by the King in Council, or I believe written by the King himself personally, those are stated also to he 
the objects of this establishment ; they are emphatically stated to be the objects in the preamble to the charter to 
which I have referred. 

It 
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It -Will be material m order satisfactorily to show what were the objects which the King had in view in making 
this grant and establishing this corporation, to refer to the preamble of the charter. It runs in these words' • 
“Whereas there can be nothing more kingly than to establish the true religion of Christ amon-r men hitherto 
depraved and almost lost in superstition ; to strengthen, improve, and cultivate, by art and industry^ countries and 
lands uncultivated and almost desert, md the same not only to plant with honest citizens and inhabitants but also 
to renovate and strengthen them with good statutes and ordinances, whereby they might be more safely defended 
not only from the corruption of their morals, but from their intestine and domestic plot3 and conspiracies, and also 
from foreign violence,'' it goes on then thus : “ And whereas the Province of Ulster, in our realm of Ireland for 
many years now past, has grossly erred from the true religion of Christ and divine grace, and hath abounded with 
superstitution, insomuch that for a long time it hath not only been harrassed. torn, and wasted by private domestic 
broils, but also by foreign arm3, we, deeply and heartily commiserating the wretched state of the said province, 
have esteemed it to be a work worthy of a Christian prince, and of our royal functions, to stir up and recall the 
same province from superstition, rebellion, calamity, and poverty, which heretofore have horribly raged therein, 
to religion, obedience, strength, and prosperity.” Those arc the words of the preamble of the charter ; those are the 
objects for which the grant was. made, and for which this establishment was formed. Nobody reading them, and 
referring also to the other documents which are printed in the volume on your Lordship’s table, can doubt for a 
moment that the objects were public objects of the greatest possible importance. 

That being so, my Lords, the next question is, what were the powers conferred upon the Irish Society, and what 
were the duties they had to perform? They had to superintend, order, direct, and manage exclusively the whole 
of this extensive concern ; they were appointed for that object. They had to superintend and govern, and perform, 
therefore, those duties that were necessary for the purpose of giving effect to the grant, the purposes of the -rant 
being those which I have stated. What then were the powers with which they were invested for that purpose^ and 
wh it were the duties, by the charter, which they had to perform ? The words of the charter are, “ For the better 
ordering, directing, and governing all and all manner of things for and concerning tho city and citizens of 
Londonderry aforesaid, and the aforesaid county of Londonderry, and the plantation to be made within the same ' 
city and county of Londonderry, and other businesses belonging to the same, we will grant,” and so on. It is for 
those purposes the Society was formed ; and having formed the Society, it goes on thus : it gives them power to 
hold a court, “ and in the same court or meeting to do, hear, transact, and determine all and all manner of matters 
and things whatsover of, for, or concerning the plantation or government aforesaid, as to them shall seem best and 
most expedient ; and also in the same court or meeting shall and may have full power and authority to direct, 
appoint, and ordain for and on the part of the Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of our City of London, in our 
kingdom of England, all and singular things which, for or concerning the plantation, supply, establishment, 
continuation, and government of tho said city of Londonderry, and of all other the lauds and tenements hereunder 
in these presents mentioned to be granted, shall seem to be most profitable and expedient ; and also to send orders 
and directions from this kingdom of England into the said realm of Ireland, by letters or otherwise, for the 
ordering, directing, and disposing of all and all manner of matters and things whatsoever of or concerning the same 
plantation, or the disposition or government thereof ; and also for tho receipt, ordering, disposing, and laying out of 
all sums of money now collected and received, or hereafter to bo collected and received, and generally any other 
canse, matter, or thing whatsoever concerning the direction or ordering of the said plantation, or concerning any 
other things whatsoever which by the truo intent of these our letters patent can or ought to be done by them for 
the better government and rule of the said city of Londonderry aforesaid, and the said county of Londonderry 
aforesaid.” 

Those then, are the very extensive and large powers that are given to this Society for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the intentions of the Crown ; the intentions of the Crown being those great and important public objects to 
which I have already called your Lordships’ attention. 

My Lords, another question which has been raised in the course of this discussion was this, it is suggested that 
those duties were performed and completed within a short period after the grant of the charter, and that those 
trusts are already entirely at an end, that they have expired. 

My Lords, it is quite impossible, as it appears to me, to maintain such a position. In the first place, so far as 
relates to the city of Londonderry, they have a constant superintendence and control over the corporation ; for 
their consent is necessary to any bye-lav/s that may he published at any time and enacted by the corporation. 
They have to provide for the Protestant religion, the Protestant establishment in that district. That is not a 
temporary but a permanent object. And with the establishment of religion in that district, they have also to 
superintend and take care of that which is closely and intimately connected with religion, and a part of it, if I may 
so describe it, namely, the education of the inhabitants of the district. They have also to perform other public 
duties of great importance connected with the district ; duties, as it appears to me, from the very nature and 
character of them of a permanent description. And it appears to me that there is no foundation whatever for the 
argument which has been urged, that their authority as public officers has long since expired, and that they have no 
public duties at present to discharge. 

The next question, my Lords, is whether these funds are applicable to those objects. With respect to that, my 
Lords, no doubt can be entertained. The Irish Society was established for the purpose of effecting and superin- 
tending those important objects ; expense must of necessity have been incurred for those purposes ; they had no 
•oiiher funds but the funds arising out of this grant. The grant was given, and was given on the condition of those 
duties being performed ; and nobody, therefore, reflecting at all on the nature of these transactions, can doubt for a 
moment that those funds are applicable, strictly applicable, to those objects. 

My, Lords, the remaining question to be considered, so far as relates to the duties of the corporation, that is, the 
Irish Society, is, have they a discretion with respect to the manner in which they shall discharge their duties, the 
extent to which they shall be carried out, and the objects to which they shall be applied ? 

My Lords, by the very terms of the charter, by the very terms by which they themselves are constituted a cor- 
poration, they are to do for the purposes of the government what they shall consider meet and expedient ; they 
have a discretion, therefore, directly vested in them ; but, my Lords, it is unnecessary to refer to the words of the 
charter for that purpose : the very duties they have to perform import discretion. If they have authority to 
superintend and govern (and they were established for that purpose), if they have authority to superintend and 
govern, and make laws and ordinances for the purpose of superintending and governing this district, of course they 
must have a discretion as to what objects it shall be applied to, and in what manner that power shall be exercised. 

My Lords, the result of all these observations is this, that the objects are public and important ; and they were 
constituted for the purpose of carrying those objects into effect ; that those objects are still in existence ; that the 
funds of this district are applicable to those purposes ; that they have a discretion to exercise as to what extent they 
will apply those funds, ana to what objects. If that be so, my Lords, they are public officers invested with a public 
trust, having a right to apply those funds in discharge' of that public trust, and they therefore cannot be accountable 
in a suit of this kind by the companies of London, or by any particular company, as if they were trustees for private 
purposes and private objects. 

But, my Lords, the case does not rest there, because, as far as relates to this particular portion of property, the 
town lauds, the fisheries, and the ferries, it is declared expressly in the charter of Charles IL that those funds are 
0.146. p 2 applicable 
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applicable to the general operations of the plantation. It is stated in the preamble of that charter that they were 
retained for that purpose ; and when the Crown states that they were retained for that purpose it sanctions the 
application, and when it regrants the property it regrants the property subject to that condition, and .sanctions and 
authorises and directs the application to those objects. 

Again, my Lords, with respect to the permanence of those objects, when it is said that those objects were in a few 
years accomplished, and that those public trusts ceased, wo must look at the charter of Charles II. as giving at once 
a denial to that allegation. That charter was published 50 years after the charter of James I. ; and in that charter 
it is stated that the object of the incorporation at that time, in the year 1G62, is for the further and better settling 
and planting of the said county, towns, and places with trade and inhabitants. So tbnt not only from general 
reasoning arising ont of the nature of their duty, from their constitution, but from the very terms of the charter, it 
appeal's that the idea that this was a mere transitory duty is wholly unfounded, and it appears that at that time there 
was still much of the same duty remaining to be performed as was required to be performed at the time when the 
original charter was granted. 

Now, my Lords, if that be so. the conclusion I come to appears to me to be irresistible ; they are public officers, 
they have public duties to perform of an important kind. By the terras of the charter of Charles II., independently 
of any general reasoning, this property is given to them for these very purposes ; they have applied it for these 
purposes. After thoy have satisfied the purposes, which purposes are entirely in their discretion, they have been in 
the habit of paying over the surplus funds, in round sums, I think it is stated ; but, however, they have paid over 
the surplus funds to the different companies in proportion to their original contributions ; hut that depends entirely 
on the will of the Society, I mean as to the amount. They are to exercise their judgment as to what is necessary 
for the performance of their public duties, and after they have satisfied those duties, after thoy have applied to 
public objects what, in their judgment — in the fair exercise of that judgment — is necessary for those objects, then it 
is, and then only, that the surplus which remains, subject to their discretion, has been usually paid over to the 
companies. 

Now it is perfectly clear therefore, in this state of thingR, that they cannot be considered as trustees for the 
private benefit of the companies. If they are publio officers, and have in any respect neglected their duty, they are 
liable to account, but they aro not liable to account to the companies. They may bo liable to account to the Crown, 
they may be liable to account for misconduct to the Corporation of the City of London ; they are elected by the 
City of London ; thoy are half of tliom removed every year ; the City of London can oxevoisc a control over them ; 
if they misconduct themselves they can he restrained and kept in order by the authority of the City of London, or 
by the authority (if these ere public objects) of the Crown ; but they are in no respect, as it appears to me, amenable 
to the private companies for the maimer in which they discharge their duties. 

I am of opinion, therefore, that this suit cannot be maintained. 

I may state that this is in conformity not merely with the opinion expressed by Lord Langdale in the judgment 
which he has deliverd, but that it arises ont of what was intimated by Lord Cottenham on a former occasion, on an 
interlocutory application made in the cause of this suit ; and I have the authority of that noble and learned Lord to 
state that he retains the opinion which he then formed — imperfectly formed at that time, because the case was not 
fully before him — but after hearing this case he was confirmed in the opinion he then entertained. 

I therefore move your Lordships that this judgment be affirmed. 

Lord CAMPBELL. 

Entirely concurring in the view of tho case which has been taken by my noble and learned friend, I have hardly 
a word to add to his most lucid explanation of tho case, and it is on account of the magnitude rather than the 
difficulty of the case that wo havo taken some time to consider it beforo we should intimate the opinion which wo 
had then formed upon it. The moment that it came before Lord Cottenham. bo with his nsnal precision seized the 
question, and he stated the question at once to be, whether tho Irish Society are to be considered as merely private 
trustees or trustees for public purposes. He then gives his opinion that they were trustees for public purposes. 
When the case came before Lord Langdale, he, after great deliberation, came to the same conclusion. I concur in 
the opinion that those eminent judges have pronounced. It seems to me that the object of the Crown was, that 
public purposes should be attained by the trustees who had the management of these lands; and I am clearly of 
opinion that the purposes for which the grant made still continue, and that they are and must ever remain trustees 
for the public. It is therefore quite clear that this Bill cannot be supported, but that it was properly dismissed j 
and the appeal is erroneous. 

Mr. WOOD. 

It is affirmed with costs, I understand your Lordship to say. 

Lord CHANCELLOR. 

Yes, with costs. 
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PAPER handed in by Mr. Durie Miller, 23 July 1889. 

A GENERAL STATEMENT of Monies Received on Account of the Honourable the IRISH SOCIETY, being 
the Produce of their Estates, Fisheries, &c., together with the Expenditure of the same from the 1st day of 
February 1888 to the 8th day of February 1889. 
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APPENDIX, No. 2. 



PAPER handed in by Mr. Durie Miller , 23 July 1889. 



A GENERAL STATEMENT of Monies Received on Account of the Honourable the IRISH 

same from the 1st day of February 1888 



RECEIPT. 



£. a. d. 

Balance of last year's Account 

Derry and Liberties 8,561 16 5 

Coleraine 2,012 8 4^ 

•Culmore Fort and Lands, &o. 768 4 3J 

11,342 9 1 

Less Abatements to Tenants 336 17 G$ 

11,005 11 61 

For Fisheries Rent 5,161 15 - 

For Rent of Lough Foyle Slobs 700 - - 

Quit-Rents from the Grocers’, Skinners’, and Ironmongers’ Companies, to 25th 
March 1888 34 - 11 

Sundry Rents 347 12 2 

Interest on Deposit Account 61 12 5 



Sale of Property 

Interest on Monies invested by Trustees of Deposit Account 



£■ a. cl. 
2,426 13 9 



17,310 12 -1 
611 3 4 
420 13 11 



Examined and compared with the Accounts referred to in 
the Balance to ha 1,1911. 18 s. in favour of the Society, 
of February 1889. 



the within Account ; and we find 
As witness our hands this 8th day 



John Whittaker Ellis, Alderman, Governor. 
Alfred Thomas Layton, Deputy-Governor. 
Joshua Jones. 

George Harris Haywood. 

Samuel Weinqott. 

Georoe Fisher, Deputy. 

Henry William Greenwood. 

James Perkins. 

Robert William Scobell. 

Alfred Brookhan. 

Edward Lee. 



£. • 20,769 3 -i 
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PARER handed in by Mr. Dune Miller , 23 July 1889. 



SOCIETY, being the Produce of their Estates, Fisheries, &c., together -with the Expenditure of t 
to the 8th day of February 1889. 



EXPENDITURE. 



Permanent Payments, Crown Rents, &c. See Account, No. 1, page 4 



Grants to Schools, Londonderry. 

„ Culmore. 

„ Coleraine. 

Charitable Donations, &c., Londonderry. 

„ „ Culmore. 

„ „ Coleraine. 

Corporation of Londonderry, the Mayor, and other Officers, 1888 

In aid of Public Improvements, Building Expenses, &c., in Londonderry, Coleraine, and Culmore - 
Pensions 



No. 2, „ 4 
No. 3, „ 5 
No. 4, „ 6 
No. 5, „ 7 
No. 6, „ 7 
No. 7, „ 7 



General and Incidental Charges — Ireland. 



Incidental Charges - 
Loans Repaid - 
Interest - 



General and Incidental Expenses — Ireland. 

Salaries and Gratuities — General Agent and Deputy Vice-Admiral, Surveyor, Bailiff of Culmore 

Fort and Lands, &c., and others 

Visitation Expenses, 1888, including cost of Entertainments to Public Bodies and the Tenantry 



General and Incidental Expenses — England. 



Law Expenses 

Porter’s Wages 

Coals, Gas, Printing, Stationery,’ Insurances, Repairs to Irish Chamber, &c. - 
Salaries and Gratuities - 
Incidental expenses of the Court connected with the administration of the Society’s affairs during 
the year 1888-89 



Amount placed to Deposit Account, Provincial Bank of Ireland, Londonderry 
Balance in favour of the Society, viz. : — 

Cash - 

Arrears of Rent 



£. 8 . (1. 
547 5 8) 
644 12 4 J 

£. 



£. *. d. 

1,798 5 7J 
2,842 7 8 

46 

1,045 - - 
426 10 - 
192 10 - 
158 10 - 

1,200 

5,823 6 1 
370 - - 



170 1 5 
638 2 3 
678 9 1 



1,292 6 5 
667 14 1 



282 2 4 
94 10 - 
260 14 7 
790 - - 



3 12 2 



1,191 18 



20,769 3 -1 
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ACCOUNT, No. 1. — Permanent Payments, &c. 



Bishop of Derry’s Fishings, and Tithes of Fishings, &c. 
Corporation of Derry, Annual Allowance 
Quit-Bents to the Crown - 
Tithe, or Bent-Charge, Derry and Coleraine, 1888 - 
Poor Bates, Derry, Culmore, and Coleraine, 1888 - 
Society’s Offices in Derry, Bent - 
Income Tax allowed Sundry Tenants, 1888 
County Cess, Assessed Taxes, Batos, and Tithes, &c. 

Crown Fishery Bent 

Sundry Bents -------- 

Fire Insurance - 



£. s. tl. 
231 12 1 
83 10 8 
18611 9 
237 12 llj 
163 12 llj 
67 G 8 
480 5 6 
283 14 -1 
20 - - 
6 4- 
38 15 - 



1,798 5 71 



ACCOUNT, No. 2.— Donations to Schools— Londonderry. 



Date of Original Grant. 



1613 



1826 

1826 

1826 



1835 

1835 

1835 

1836 
1836 
1836 
1836 

1836 

1837 
1846 

1844 

1845 
1837 
1837 

1837 

1838 
1838 
1841 
1883 

1841 

1842 
1842 
1873 
1845 
1845 
1865 
1845 

1845 

1846 



- Longh Foyle College, or Londonderry Free School, including Exhibitions 

and Scholarships, per Treasurer ------- 

Ditto, Purchase of Lands, 25th and 26th Payments - 

- Poor School - -- . 

- Presbyterian First Congregation Male School 

- Presbyterian Female School - - - - 

- St. Oolumb’s National Schools 

- Deanery School for Boys 

- Fountain-street Female School - -- -- -- - 

- Bacccourse Bog Schools --- 

- Ballymagrorty Schools 

- Dean and Curate’s Sunday Schools - 

- Shantallow National Schools 

- Glendermot Churchyard School -------- 

- Free Church Sunday Schools 

- Oabry Schools 

- Presbyterian First Congregation Sunday Schools 

- Presbyterian Second Congregation Sunday Schools 

- Presbyterian Third Congregation Sunday Schools 

- Presbyterian Fourth Congregation Sunday Schools 

- Greencastle Schools - 

- Great James-street Sunday Schools 

- Caw Schools 

- Infant Schools ---- 

- Ennishowon, Shrovehead, and Movillo Schools 

- Oloonoy Female Day School 

- Clooney Pariah Church Schools 

- Ballyrattan Schools 

- Waterside National Schools 

- Lower Cumber Parochial Schools 

- Lower Presbyterian Sunday School 

- Corrigans Male Schools 

- Carrigans Female Schools 

- Carrigans Sunday Schools 

- Teacher of Bossnagailagh School 

- Tnra Sohools 

- Wesleyan Sunday Schools 



873 14 6 
30 7 4 

30 

20 - - 
20 - - 
20 - - 

20 

20 - - 
15 - - 

15 

10 10 - 

10 

10 - - 

10 

10 

5 - - 
5 

5 - - 
10 - - 
5 - - 

10 

20 - - 

5 

10 

10 - - 

5 

15 - - 

5 

5 

3 

3 

3 - - 
15 - - 
3 - - 
5 



Carried forward - - - I 1,266 11 10 
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ACCOUNT, No. 2. — Donations to Schools — Londonderry — continued. 



Date of Original Grant. 


Brought forward - - - 


£. «. d. 
1,266 11 10 


1846 ... - 


Clarendon Street Reformed Presbyterian Sunday Schools - - - - 


5 - - 


1846 - 


Waterside Reformed Presbyterian Schools ------- 


10 - - 


1856 --- - 


Waterside Reformed Presbyterian Sabbath School ----- 


5 - - 


1878 --- - 


Waterside Wesleyan Sabbath School (Donation) - 


2 - - 


1847 


Drung National Schools - -- -- -- -- - 


5 - - 


1847 .... 


Carrowbegs National Schools - - .------ 


5 - - 


1852 - - - - 


Strand Road National Day School - -- -- -- - 


7 10 - 


1856 .... 


- - ditto - - ditto - Teacher of Cutting-out Work 


2 10 - 


1853 .... 


Derry National Female School - -- -- -- -- 


10 - - 


1854 .... 


Glendermot Church Sunday School and Lending Library ... 


10 - - 


1855 - 


Rossnagallagh Wesleyan Methodist Sabbath School ----- 


5 - - 


1855 - 


Racecourse Presbyterian Sunday School ------- 


5 - - 


1868 - 


Cloghore or Greers Town School -------- 


6 - - 


1864 .... 


Muff School - -- -- -- -- -- - 


6 


1865 ... - 


Primitive Wesleyan Society Sunday Schools ------ 


5 - - 


1865 --- - 


Trustees of Magee College : Salary to Professor of Natural Philosophy, &c. 


250 - - 


1831 


- - ditto - - ditto - allowance for house to ditto, to expire June 
1890. 


50 


1880 - 


- - ditto - - ditto - 150 1. per annum, to expire June 1889 - 




1883 --- - 


- - ditto - - ditto - 50 1. per annum for Prizes, to expire June 


50 - - 


1836 - - - 


Ballougry School, Master - -- -- -- -- - 


25 - - 


1850 ... - 


- - ditto - - ditto Fees - -- -- -- -- 


39 2 (5 


1878 - 


- - ditto - - Assistant Teacher -------- 


:o - - 


1836 .... 


Clooney Terrace Presbyterian Day Schools ------ 


10 - - 


1836 .... 


- - ditto - - ditto - Sabbath Schools ------ 


5 - - 


1870 .... 


Monreagh Presbyterian Sabbath School ------- 


3 - - 


1871 


Sheriff’s Mountain National School -------- 


10 


1873 .... 


Bennett Street School ----------- 


ib - - 


1874 .... 


Bennett Street Sabbath School --------- 


5 - - 


1874 .... 


Rosemount School - - - -- -- -- -- 


10 - - 


1876 


- ditto - Sabbath School - -- -- -- -- 


5 - - 


1875 .... 


Derry School of Art, to expire December 1889 


25 - - 


1875 .... 


- ditto - ditto - for Prizes, 1887 (Donation) ----- 




1864 


Derry Model School for Prizes, one year ------- 


60 - - 


1875 .... 


Londonderry Academical Institution -------- 


210 - - 


1875 .... 


- - ditto - - ditto - last payment 


150 


1888 - - 


ditto - - ditto - for Incidentals to expire June 1891 

(half year). 


60 - - 


1888 .... 


ditto - - ditto - for New Works, to expire June 1893 

(half year). 




1880 .... 


New Roman Catholic Seminary, Classical Master ----- 




1880 - 


- - ditto - - ditto English Master - 


60 


1880 - 


ditto - - ditto Assistant English Master - - - - 


25 - - 


1880 - 


Girton College Scholarships - - - - 




1883 - 


Bishop Street Without Sabbath School ------- 


5 - - 


1884- - 


Royal University Scholarships, Nos. 1, 2, and 3 ----- 




1884 - 


Carlisle Road National School 




1888 - 


St. Augustine’6 Sunday School (Donation) ------ 

£. 


5 - - 
2,842 7 8 



ACCOUNT, No. 3— Donations to Schools — Cidmore. 



Date of Original Grant. 




£. «. d. 


1837 - 


Culmore Schools, Master - -- -- -- -- - 


25 


1868 - 


- ditto . - Assistant Mistress ------- r ' 


16 


1871 - - - 


Sunday School 


6 




£. 


46 


0.146. 
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ACCOUNT, No. 4 . — Donations to Schools — Coleraine. 



Date of Original Grant. 



ID 13 - 
1613 - 
1613 - 

1879 - 
1857 - 
1857 - 
1874 - 
1613 - 
1869 - 
1871 - 

1880 - 
1613 - 
1613 - 
1613 - 
1613 - 
1869 - 
1883 - 
1613 - 

1613 - 
1835 - 
1869 - 
1853 - 



- Master of tho Society’s School for Boys - 

- - ditto - ditto Allowance for Fuel for Residence - 

- Mistress of the Society’s School for Girls - - - - 

- - ditto, Allowance for Apartments and Fuel - - - 

- First Assistant Teacher, Society’s Male School - 

- Second - ditto - - ditto - ... 

- Third - ditto - - ditto - - 

- First Assistant Teacher, Society's Female School 

- Second - ditto - - ditto - - 

- Third - ditto - - ditto - - 

- Late Fourth ditto - - ditto - (Donation) 

- Allowance for Fuel at the Society's Schools - 

- Premiums for Scholars - 

- Rewards for Scholars - 

- Secretaries of Society’s Schools ------ 

- Porter, Society’s Schools ------- 

- - ditto - - ditto in lieu of House - - - - 

- Incidental Expenses, &c., of Society's School for Boys and 

Girls. 

- Lending Libraries for the Society’s Schools - - - 

- Infant Schools 

- I Incidental Expenses of ditto ------ 

- Coleraine Infant School Mistress, for Apartments and Fuel 



£. 

80 

5 

40 

15 

30 

20 

10 

40 

17 

10 

5 

35 

20 

10 

25 

40 

10 

GO 

10 

110 

10 

15 



1832 - 
1832 - 
1835 - 
1835 - 
1835 - 
1835 - 
1846 - 
1846 - 
1846 - 
1840 - 
1846 - 
1851 - 
1853 - 
1853 - 
1853 - 
1856 - 

1858 - 

1859 - 

1859 - 

1860 - 
1878 - 
1862 - 
1871 - 
1878 - 
1878 - 
1880 - 
1884 - 



- Bohill and Ballyclabber Male School ------ 

- - ditto - - ditto Female School - 

- Killowen Female School -------- 

- - ditto - - ditto Premiums for Children - 

- Cranagh Hill School --------- 

- Coleraine Parish Church Sunday School - - - - - 

- National Schools ---------- 

- Wesleyan Sunday Schools -------- 

- | Killowen National Schools -------- 

- Ballyrashane Agricultural National Schools - 

- Tulland's Sunday Schools - -- -- -- - 

- Castle Roe Schools - -- -- -- -- 

- First Presbyterian Sunday Schools ------ 

- Second - ditto - - ditto ------- 

- Third - ditto -. - ditto ------- 

- * Dam Head School - - - ------ 

- j Dunmoro Church Educational School ------ 

' - j Coleraine Congregational Sabbath Schools - 

- Coleraine Free Evening and Ragged School - 

- Caleraine Academical Institution 

- - - ditto - - ditto - Special Grant to Head Master 

- Artielave School, near Castlerock ------ 

- Baptist Sunday School 

- Coleraine Model School, for Prizes ------ 

- Coleraine Science and Art Classes, for ditto .... 

- Coleraine Infants - -- -- -- -- 

- “ London College of Preceptors " Bursaries. 1888 - - - 



s. d. ' £. s. d. 



617 

15 - - 

10 

12 - - 
5 - - 

5 

6 - - 

20 

5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
5 - - 
21 - - 
100 - - 
100 - - 
5 - - 



£. 



25 

10 - - 
5 - - 

30 

1,045 - •• 
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ACCOUNT, No. 5. — Charitable Donations, &c.— Londonderry. 



Date of Original Grant. 




£. b. d. 


1820 - 


Indigent Room Keepers or Ladies’ Penny Society 


40 


1820 - 


Infirmary ------------- 


44 7 - 


1820 - 


- ditto per the General Agent - - 


3 3 - 


1830 - 


Female Penitentiary - 


20 


1840 • 


Derry and Rapboe Additional Curates' Fund Society 


10 - - 


1870 - 


Cathedral : Grant towards maintaining Fabric, one year - 


60 - - 


1840 - 


Cathedral Choir - 


20 - - 


1875 - 


Cathedral, Additional Grant 


40 - - 


1853 - ; - - 


Derry Primitive Wesleyan Methodist Society 


5 5 - 


1856 - 


Derry Young Men’s Christian Association 


10 - - 


1865 - 


Derry Protestant Orphan Asylum 


25 - - 


1883 - 


Derry Eye, Ear, and Throat Institution ------- 


10 10 - 


1870 - 


Royal Agricultural Society of Ireland (Donation, 1888) - 


5 5 - 


1877 - 


M. Curry, late Teacher, Roasnagallagh School (Pension) - - - - 


8 - - 


1877 - - - 


Professor Leebody, for Science Lectures (Donation) 


50 - - 


1872 --- - 


Widow Maguire (Donation) - 


5 - - 




Church of Ireland Working Men's Club, two years, 1887 and 1888 






(Donation) 




_ 


Greencastle Lifeboat, two years, 1888 and 1889 (Donation) 


10 - - 




North-West of Ireland Agricultural Society, two years, 1887 and 1888 






(Donation) - 






£. 


426 10 - 



ACCOUNT, No. 6.— Charitable Donations, &c. — Culmore. 



Date of Original Grant. 

1868 - - - - 

1869 - - - - 

1877 - 


Incumbent of Culmore Endowment 

Grant to Incumbent 

Culmore Gardening Society (Donation) 


£. ». d. 
112 10 - 
75 - - 
5 - - 




£. 


192 10 - 




ACCOUNT, No. 7. — Charitable Donations, &c. — Coleruine. 




Date of Original Grant. 
1836 - 


Clothing for the Poor - - - 


£. «. d. 
15 - - 


1838 --- - 


Coleraine District Farming Society 


5 - - 


1846 


- ditto for Premiums 


15 - - 


1842 - - - - 


Church Choir 


5 - - 


1864 ... - 


Coleraino Church, for Organist 


15 


1871 


ditto - Grant towards maintaining the Fabric for 1888 


30 - - 


1864 - - - . 


Coleraine Mechanics’ Institute 


10 - - 


1872 - 


Hanover Place Gardens (Donation) 


5 - - 


1885 - 


Widow Hampsey 


2 10 - 


1881 - - . . 


Mrs. Campbell 


6 


1884 - - - - 


W. Henry, late Teacher, Bohill School (Pension) 


15 


— 


Scripture Readers’ Society, two years, 1887 and 1888 (Donation) 


10 - - 


1887 - 


Late Head Mistress, Society’s Schools ------- 


20 - - 




.Coleraine Library, Grant for Books, 1887 (Donation) • 


5 - - 


0.146. 
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APPENDIX, No. 4. 



PAPER handed in by Mr. Durie Miller, 2G July 1889. 



STATEMENT as to the manner in ■which the Sums of Money expended by the Corporation of London on the New 
Plantation in Ulster were Levied on the City Companies. 



A'.B —The dates By an Act of Common Council dated the 22nd December 1009 it was ordered that the sum to bo expended by the 
ia this statement city 0 n the New Plantation should be the sum of £ 20,000. In pursuance of this Order on the 9th January 1009 a 
nceoriUmf^ 1 ' - notice was sent round to the various City Companies (specified in the Schedule hereto) ordering them to pay the 
which the rear sum of £ 5,000 in the proportions therein mentioned to Mr. Cornelius Fish the Chamberlain of the City before the 
JgP S, on f' e 25th March next and a subsequent notice was sent to the Companies ordering them to pay a further sum of £ 5,000 

.» n m rc t. jn thc game p r0 p 0r ti 0ns as before to the Chamberlain before the 25th March 1610. 



Objection appears to have been taken to the proportions in which the before-mentioned sums of £ 5,000 and 
£ 5,000 were levied on the City Companies and by an act of Common Council dated the 19th March 1609 it was 
ordered that for the two latter payments of the sum of £ 10,000 (residue of the said sum of £ 20,000) a special 
Common Council should he called and some other course taken for the levying of the two latter payments whereby 
the Companies that had been overrated should be relieved and the Companies that had been underrated should be 
augmented and increased. A new basis of levying appears to have been then prepared and the two payments of 
£ 5,000 and £ 5,000 made according thereto. 



By an Act of Common Council dated 10th July 1611 after stating that the £ 20,000 previously raised for the 

S ises of the New Plantation was almost expended it was ordered that a present taxation should be made of the 
er sum of £ 10,000 according to the late allotment and proportion by which the last moiety of the £ 20,000 
had been raised and that £ 5,000 -.hereof should be paid before the 10th August 1611 to Mr. Cornelius Fish the 
Chamberlain of the City and the residue should be paid when ordered. 

By an extract from the Repertories of the proceedings of the Court of Aldermen held on the 15th September loll 
it appears that the Coopers and Brown bakers certified they were unwilling to yield to the last-mentioned sum of 
£ 10,000 but were content to lose the moneys they had previously disbursed and it was ordered that the City should 
pay the said levies instead of them and should receive all profits due or to become due to such two Companies by 
the Plantation. 



By an Act of Common Council dated 13th April 1613 after stating that all monies formerly levied for the purpose 
of the New Plantation had been expended it was ordered that a present taxation according to the last allotment and 
proportion should be made of £ 10,000 more above the sum of £ 30,000 before riiised and that the said sum of 
£ 10,000 should be paid before the 31st day of May 1613 to Mr. Fish the Chamberlain of the City. 

With a view to the partition of the Estates (except the City of Londonderry and the 4,000 acres thereto the 
Town of Coleraine and the 3,000 acres thereto the ferries and the fishings) Mr. Alderman Smithes and Mr. 
Springham were sent over to the New Plantation to divide the Estates into 12 parts and they made their report of 
the division they had made to the Common Council on the 15th Ootober 1613. At a meeting of the Common 
Council held on the 17th December 1613 such 12 parts of the Estates were divided among the 12 chief Companies 
by lot and in order to make up a full twelfth part of the sum of £ 40,000 (which was the whole amount then 
contributed by the Companies) to each of such of the chief Companies as had not contributed a twelfth part certain 
of the inferior Companies were joined to such Company so that their united contributions amounted to a twelfth 
part of £ 40,000 (£3,333. 6s. SiL) And similarly where the sum contributed by any Company oxceeded a twelfth 
part of £ 40,000 such Company was joined to some other Company for the overplus. The manner in which this 
was done is shown in the first part of the Schedule hereto. 

By an Act of Common Council dated 17th December 1613 after stating that all the moneys previously levied for 
the purpose of the New Plantation were expended and that notwithstanding the Companies had their particular 
shares to be managed by them severally a further supply must be made for the general work for the building of the 
rest of the towns and fortifications which was to ho done at the general charge it was ordered that a present taxation 
according to the last allotment and proportion should be made of the sum of £ 5,000 and that such sum of £ 5,000 
should be paid before the 1st February 1614 to Mr. Fi3h the Chamberlain of the City. 

By an Act of Common Council dated 11th January 1614 after stating that all the moneys previously levied for 
the pui-pose cf the New Plantation were expended it was ordered that a present taxation according to the last 
allotment and proportion should bo made of the sum of £ 7,500 above the sum of £ 45,000 previously raised and 
that £ 5,000 part of the said sum of £ 7,500 should be paid before the 31st January 1614 to Mr. Fish the Chamberlain 
of the City and the residue should be paid before the 1st May 1614. 

By an Act of Common Council dated 18th October 1615 after stating that all the monies previously levied for 
the purpose of the New Plantation had been expended it was ordered that the sum of £ 5,000 above tho sum of 
£ 52,500 should be forthwith taxed upon the Companies according to the last allotment and proportion that half 
thereof should be paid to Mr. Fish the Chamberlain of the City before the 15th November 1615 and the residue 
before the 31st January next. 

A table of the contributions of the various Companies making up together the whole sum of £57,500 levied on 
them is set out in the second part of the Schedule hereto. 

Contributions of money and of wheat appear to have boon made by certain of the Companies in the year 1641 
for the relief of the besieged City of Londonderry and in 1689 the Common Council recommended to tho 12 chief 
Companies to contribute to the Insh Society the sum of £ 100 each for the relief of their tenants in Londonderry 
whose houses had been destroyed in the siege as the Irish Society had no moneys in hand 
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THE SCHEDULE hereinbefore referred to. 



1st PART. 





£. s. d. 


£. s. d. 




£. s. d. 


£. «. d. 


Mercers ... - 


2,680 




Salters .... 


1,954 




Innholders - 


200 




Dyers 


580 




Cooks- ... - 


200 




Saddlers .... 


330 




Embroiderers 


153 




Cutlers .... 


225 - - 




Masons .... 


100 




Joiners .... 


164 








3,333 - - 








Grocers (in part) 


8,333 6 8 


3,333 6 8 


Woolmen .... 


20 














3,333 - - 


Drapers - 


3,072 




Ironmongers - 


1,514 




Tallow Chandlers 


260 




Brewers .... 


500 








3,332 - - 








Fishmongers - 


2,260 - - 




Scriveners .... 


370 




Leathersellers - 


950 - - 




Coopers .... 


280 




Plasterers ... - 


40 - - 




Pewterers .... 


240 - - 




Glaziers .... 


32 




Barber Surgeons 


230 - - 












200 - - 














3,334 - - 








Vintners .... 


2,080 


Musicians - - - - 


20 














3,334 - - 


Overplus from Grocers 


540 13 4 






















Woodmongers ... 


200 




Cordwainera ... 


250 




Weavers .... 


100 




Painter Stainers ... 


44 - - 




Plumbers .... 


80 












80 




Armourers ... 


40 














3,333 - - 


Tilers and Bricklayers 


80 




Skinners’ ... - 


1,063 - - 
















Blacksmiths 


64 




Stationers - - - - 


520 




Fruiterers .... 


64 




White Bakers 


480 - - 




Curriers .... 


44 














3,332 13 4 


Girdlers .... 


370 




Clothworicers ... 


2,260 










Overplus from Merchant 


752 13 4 




Merchant Tailors (in part) 


3,333 6 8 


3,333 0 8 


Tailors. 














150 




Haberdashers - 


3,124 
















Brown Bakers - 


90 




Wax Chandlers - - - 


80 
















Upholders - - - - 


44 - - 




Turners .... 


68 




Bowyers .... 


20 - - 




Founders .... 


60 - - 




Fletchers .... 


20 








3,332 






3,336 13 4 








Total 


- - - £. 


40,000 
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2nd PART. 



— - 


£ 10,000 
Levied 
22 Dec. 
1609. 


£ 10,000 1 

19 March 
1609. 


£ 10,000 
Levied 
10 July 
1611. 


£ 10,000 
Levied 
30 April 
1613. 


£ 5,000 
Levied 
17 Dec. 
1613. 


£ 7,600 
Levied 
11 Jan. 
1614. 


£5,000 
Levied 
18 Oct. | 
1615. 1 


Total. 




£. 


£. 


£. 


£. 


£. 


t. 


£. 


t. 


£. s. 


£. t. 


Mercers - 


820 


620 


620 


620 


310 


- 


465 


- 


310 - 


3,705 - 


Grocers - 


874 


1,000 


1,000 


1,000 


500 


- 


750 


- 


500 - 


5,624 - 


Drapers - 


768 


768 ! 


768 


768 


384 


- 


576 


- 


384 - 


4,416 - 


Fishmongers - 


665 


565 


565 


565 


282 


10 


423 


15 


282 10 


3,248 15 


Goldsmiths ... 


809 


730 


730 


730 


365 


_ 


547 


10 


365 - 


4,276 10 


Skinners- ... 


563 


470 


470 


470 


235 


- 


352 


10 


235 - 


2,785 10 


Merchant Tailors - 


936 


1,050 


1,050 


1,050 


525 


_ 


787 


10 


525 - 


5,923 10 


Haberdashers - 


724 


800 


800 


800 


400 


_ 


GOO 


- 


400 - 


4,524 - 


Salters - - - 


514 


480 


480 


480 


240 


- 


360 




240 - 


2,794 - 


Ironmongers - 


440 


358 


358 


358 


179 


- 


268 


10 


179 - 


2,140 10 


Vintners - 


520 1 


520 1 


520 


520 


260 


_ 


390 




260 - 


2,990 - 


Clothworkers - 


565 


565 ! 


565 


565 


282 


10 


423 


15 


282 10 


3,248 15 


Dyers - 


100 


160 


160 


160 


80 


- 


120 


- 


80 - 


860 - 


Brewers - 


200 


100 


100 


100 


50 


_ 


75 


_ 


50 - 


675 - 


Leathersellers - 


200 


250 I 


250 


250 


125 


_ 


187 


10 


125 - 


1,387 10 


Pewterers 


60 


GO 


60 


60 


30 


- 


45 


_ 


30 - 


345 - 


Cutlers ... - 


45 


60 


60 


60 


30 


_ 


45 


_ 


45 - 


330 - 


White Bakers - 


120 


120 


120 


120 


60 


_ 


90 


_ 


60 - 


690 - 


Wax Chandlers 


20 


20 


20 


20 


10 


_ 


15 


_ 


10 - 


115 - 


Tallow Chandlers - 


80 


60 


60 


60 


30 


- 


45 


- 


30 - 


305 - 


Armourers ... 


10 


10 


10 


10 


5 




7 


10 


5 - 


57 10 


Girdlera - 


70 


100 


100 


100 


50 


_ 


75 


_ 


50 - 


545 - 


Butchers- 


30 


40 


40 


40 


20 


_ 


30 


_ 


20 - 


220 - 


Sadlers - 


90 


100 


100 


100 


50 


_ 


75 


_ 


50 - 


505 - 


Carpenters 


50 


50 


50 


50 


25 


- 


37 


10 


25 - 


287 10 


Cordwainers - 


70 


60 


60 


60 


30 


_ 


45 


_ 


30 - 


355 - 


Barber Surgeons 


50 


60 


60 


60 


30 


_ 


45 


_ 


30 - 


335 - 


Painter Stainers 


11 


11 


11 


11 


5 


10 


8 


5 


5 10 


03 5 


Curriers - 


11 


11 


11 


11 


5 


10 


8 


5 


5 10 


03 5 


Masons - 


25 


25 


25 


25 • 


12 


10 


18 


16 


12 10 


143 15 


Plumbers ... 


20 


20 j 


20 


20 


10 




15 




10 - 


115 - 


Innholders 


50 


50 1 


50 


50 | 


25 


— 


37 


10 


25 - 


287 10 


Founders 


15 


15 | 


15 


15 ! 


7 


10 


11 


5 


7 10 


80 5 


Poulterers ... 


•20 


20 


20 


20 


10 


_ 


15 


_ 


10 - 


115 - 


Cooks .... 


50 


50 


50 


50 


25 


_ 


37 


10 


25 - 


287 10 


Coopers .... 


70 


70 j 


70 


70 


35 


_ 


52 


10 


35 - 


402 10 


Tilers and Bricklayers - 


20 


20 


20 


20 


10 


_ 


15 




10 - 


115 - 


Bowyers - 


5 


5 1 


5 


5 


2 


10 


3 


15 


2 10 


28 15 


Fletchers ... 


5 


5 


5 


5 


2 


10 


3 


15 


2 10 


28 15 


Blacksmiths ... 


16 


16 


16 


16 


8 


- 


12 




8 - 


92 - 


Joiners - 


41 


41 


41 


41 


20 


10 


30 


15 


20 10 


235 15 


Weavers .... 


25 


25 


25 


25 


12 


10 


18 


15 


12 10 


143 15 


Woolmen 


5 


5 


5 


5 


2 


10 


3 


15 


2 10 


28 15 


Wood mongers 


20 


60 


60 


60 


30 


_ 


45 




30 - 


305 - 


Scriveners 


70 


100 


100 


100 


50 


_ 


75 


_ 


50 - 


645 - 


Fruiterers 


16 


16 


16 


16 


8 


_ 


12 


_ 


8 - 


92 - 


Plasterers ... 


10 


10 


10 


10 


5 


_ 


7 






57 10 


Brown Bakers 


30 


20 1 


20 


20 


10 


_ 


15 




10 - 


125 - 


Stationers ... 


100 


140 


140 


140 


70 


_ 


105 






705 - 


Embroiderers - 


33 


40 


40 


40 


20 


- 


30 


- 


20 - 


223 - 


Upholders ... 


11 


11 


11 


11 


5 


10 


8 


5 


5 10 


63 5 


Musicians 


5 


5 


5 


5 


2 


10 


3 


15 


2 10 


28 16 


Turners - 


17 


17 


17 


17 


8 


10 


12 


ID 


8 10 


97 15 


Basket-makers 


8 


8 


8 


8 


4 




6 




4 - 


46 - 


Glaziers - - - - 


8 


8 


8 


8 


4 


- 


6 


- 


4 - 


46 - 


Total ---£.' 


10,000 


10,000 


10,000 


10,000 


5,000 


- 


7,500 


- 


5,000 - 


57,500 - 
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APPENDIX, No. 6. 



PAPER handed in by Mr. Durie Miller, 26 July 1889. 



THIS INDENTURE made the 23rd day of 1861 between the Honourable James Kenneth 

Howard the Commissioner of Her Majesty’s Woods Forests and Land Revenues to whom the management 
and direction of certain parts of the Land Revenues of the Crown including among other parts thereof the 
Fort Lands and hereditaments hereinafter granted released and conveyed with the duties and powers apper- 
taining thereto have been assigned by Order under the hands of two of the Commissioners of Her Majesty's ■ 
Treasury on behalf of Her Majesty of the one part and the Society op the Governor and Assistants 
London op New Plantation in Ulster within the Realm of Ireland of the other part : 

Whereas His Majesty King Charles the Second by Letters Patent under the Great Seal of England dated the 
10th day of April in the 14th year of his reign and duly enrolled in the High Court of Chancery did ordain and 
constitute that for ever thereafter there should be 26 learned and discreet Citizens of the City of London within 
the Kingdom of England to be chosen and appointed as therein mentioned who should be and should be called the 
Society of the Governor and Assistants London of the New Plantation in Ulster within the Realm of Ireland and 
thorn by the name of the Society of the Governor and Assistants London of the New Plantation in Ulster within 
the Realm of Ireland ho did erect make ordain create constitute and declare one body politic in deed fact and in 
name for ever and that they should have perpetual succession and a common Seal and should be able to have 
purchase receive and possess lands tenements goods chattels possessions liberties privileges rights jurisdictions 
franchises and other hereditaments of what kind nature or form soever they should be in the Kingdom of England 
or in the Realm of Ireland or in either of them in fee and perpetuity or otherwise and by the same Letters Patent 
His said Majesty did give grant and confirm unto the said Society amongst other lands and hereditaments the 
Castle and Fort of Culmore otherwise Culemore with the appurtenances in the County of Donegall within the 
Province of Ulster and the lands tenements and hereditaments containing by estimation 300 acres of Land with 
the said Castle and Fort then or late occupied used or to the same belonging or assigned or to be assigned with the 
appurtenances to the said Castle conveniently adjoining. To hold the same unto and to the use of the said Society 
and their successors for ever as of the King's Castle or Dublin in the Realm of Ireland by fealty only in free and 
common socage and not in capite or by "Knights service. And by the same Letters Patent His said Majesty did 
will and declare and the said Society did covenant and grant to and with His said Majesty his heirs and successors 
that the said Society and their successors for ever thereafter would at their own proper oosts and charges keep and 
maintain in and upon the said Castle and Fort of Culmore one Ward of such and so many men well and sufficiently 
armed and sufficient Officers to be from time to time by His said Majesty his heirs and successors named and 
appointed as should from time to time be requisite and necessary for the maintenance defence and safe keeping of 
the said Castle and Fort. And whereas His Majesty King Charles the Second by Letters Patent under the Great 
Seal of England bearing date the 27th day of April in the 17th year of His Reign for the consideration therein 
mentioned released and discharged the said Society their successors and assigns from the covenants in the above in 
part recited Letters Patent contained relating to the said Castle and Fort of Culmore or the maintenance security 
guarding and safe keeping of the same and every clause article and thing whatsoever in the same covenants 
contained or mentioned so that after the 26th day of March last past before the date of the said Letters Patent the 
said Society or their successors should not in any case or in any manner of wise be further charged or chargeable 
for with by reason of the said Castle and Fort besides necessary repairs of the same from time to time than with 
the payment or allowance following that is to say to the Governor and Captain for the time being towards main- 
taining such a Garrison in the said Castle and Fort as His Majesty his heirs or successors should from time to time 
think fit and necessary and for providing of Arms and Ammunition for defence of the same the sum of £ 200 per 
annum of lawful money of England every year in manner and at the times therein set sorth and the aforesaid 300 
acres of land or thereabouts adjoining thereunto or then or usually used or enjoyed therewith. And that all the 
rest of the charge of the said Castle and Fort and the defence and the safe keeping of the same His Majesty for 
himself his heirs and successors did therein covenant with the said Society their successors and assigns that His 
Majesty his heirs and successors should and would from time to time and at all times thereafter bear sustain and 
pay. And whereas the Fort of Culmore has long since been dismantled and the fortification destroyed but the 
said yearly sum of £ 200 has continued to be duly paid by the said Society to the Governor of the said Castle and 
Fort of Culmore for the timo being who has also had the occupation and enjoyment of the said 300 acres of land 
attached thereto up to the time of the death of the Earl of Stafford the last Governor thereof in the year 1860. 
And whereas an agreement hath been entered into between the said James Kenneth Howard acting on behalf of 
the Crown and the said Society whereby it hath been arranged that upon the payment of the sum of £ 12,000 by 
the said Society into .the Bank of England to the credit of the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Woods Forests and 
Land Revenue all the estate and interest of the Crown and the said Castle and Fort of Culmore and in the said 
300 acres of land adjoining the same and in the rents and profits thereof shall be vested in and belong to the said 
Society and that the said Society shall be exonerated from all further liability to pay the said annual sum of £ 200 
to the Governor for the time being of the said Castle and Fort and from all claims and demands of the Crown in 
respect thereof or of the said Castle and Fort and Lands adjoining thereto or of any of them. And whereas the 
Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury have by a Warrant under the hands of two of them bearing date 
the 28th day of May in the year of Our Lord 1861 signified their consents to such arrangement as aforesaid and to 
the sale and release hereby made in pursuance thereof and the said Society have accordingly this day paid the sum 
of £ 12,000 iuto the Bank of England to the credit of the Cash Account of the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s 
Woods Forests and Land Revenues. Now this Indenture witnesseth that in pursuance of the said arrangement 
and in consideration of the sum of £ 12,000 so paid by the said Society into the Bank of England to the credit of 
the Cash Account of the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Woods Forests and Land Revenues as hereinbefore is 
mentioned He the said James Kenneth Howard acting under the authority of an Act passed in the 10th year of the 
Reign of His Majesty King George the 4th chap. 50 and of another Act passed in the 15th year of the reign of 
Her present Majesty chap. 42 and of all other powers and authorities enabling him in this behalf and by and with 
the consent of the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury signified by such Warrant as aforesaid 
Doth by these presents grant release and convey unto the Society of the Governor and Assistants London of the 
New Plantation in Ulster within the Realm of Ireland and their assigns All the estate right title and interest of 

0.146. E ° £ 
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The Queen's Majesty of and in All that the Castle and Fort of Culmore with the appurtenances late in the County 
of Donegal within the Province of Ulster in the Realm of Ireland And also of and in All those the 300 acres of 
Land thereunto adjoining or appertaining in the said hereinbefore in part recited Letters Patent of King Charles the IL 
comprised and thereby given and granted or intended so to be except the ruins of the church and the churchyard of 
Culmore and which said Castle and Fort of Culmore and 300 acres thereto adjoining are more particularly delineated 
and described in the Map or Plan thereof annexed to these presents. Together with all erections and buildings 
thereon or any part thereof and all mines and minerals in or under the same and all trees woods underwoods ways 
watercourses rights liberties privileges easements and appurtenances to the said Castle and Fort or Lands belonging 
or in anywise appertaining or with the same or any of them at any time heretofore holden used or enjoyed and the 
rents issues and profits thereof. And all the inheritance reversion use trust possession property claim and demand 
whatsoever both at Law and in Equity of Her Majesty in right of Her Crown or otherwise in to out of or upon 
the same or any part thereof. To have and to hold the said Castle and Fort of Culmore and the said 300 acres of 
Land and all and singular other the premises hereby granted released and conveyed or otherwise assured unto 
aud to and for the use behoof and benefit of the Society of the Governor and Assistants London of the New 
Plantation in Ulster within the realm of Ireland and their assigns for ever wholely and absolutely freed released 
exonerated and discharged henceforth and for ever from all liability to pay the said sum of £ 200 to or for the 
Governor of the said Castle or Fort of Culmore or any arrears thereof and from all liability to repair and keep 
up the said Castle and Fort and from all other obligations whatsoever created or imposed by the said recited 
Letters Patent or either of them or any other Letters Patent whatsoever or any covenant therein or in any or 
either of them contained by or on the part of the said Sooiety to be porformed or observed. And the said James 
Kenneth Howard doth hereby direct that this Deed shall be deemed to be fully and sufficiently enrolled by the 
deposit of a Duplicate thereof in the Office of Land Revenue records and enrolments and the filing or making an 
entry of such deposit by the Keeper of the said Records and enrolments. In witness whereof the said James 
Kenneth Howard hath hereunto set his hand and seal the day and year first above written. 
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PAPER handed in by the Rev. C. K. Irvin , D.D., 30 July 1889. 



DIOCESE OF ARMAGH. 



STATEMENTS of Sums contributed by Drapers’ and Salters' Companies to Parochial Scstentations. 



DRAPERS’ COMPANY. 



— 


Total. 


Arboe. 


Ballyeglish. 


Derry loran. 


Desertlyn. 


Lissan. 


Tamlaght. 




£. 


s. d. 


£. 


s. d. 


£. 


s. d. 


£. 


s. d. 


£. 


3. 


d. 


£. 


8. d. 


£. «. 


d. 


1875 (for 1874) - - 


140 


- - 


15 


- — 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


— — 


25 


— - 


55 


— 


— 


15 


- — 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


16 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


— - 


15 


- - 


25 


- — 


55 


- 


- 


16 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- _ 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- _ 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- — 


16 


- - 


25 


- - 


65 


- 


- 


16 


- - 


15 - 


— 




140 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


25 


- — 


65 


- 


- 


16 


- - 


15 - 


- 




HO 


- - 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


25 


- - 


55 


— 


- 


15 


- - 


15 - 


- 




100 


- - 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


— 






100 


- - 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 


- - 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


— 






100 


- - 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


15 


— — 


55 


- 


- 


15 


- - 


— 




1888 - 


100 






- 


15 


— 


15 




5b 


- 




15 


" _ 


— 
















Loss by withdrawal of Grant. 








Grant + 68 per cent, thereon 




24 15 - 


24 15 - 


24 15 - 


95 


15 


- 


24 15 - 


24 15 


- 
















43 15 - 


























Present Income of Incumbent under Diocesan Scheme. 










200 


- - 


165 




300 


— 


250 


_L 


_L 


250 




200 - 






Six parishes, of which three are assisted by the Salters' Company also. 



SALTERS’ COMPANY. 



Contributions to Paboohial Sustentation. 





Total. 




£. 8. d. 


1871 (paid in 1872) - 


220 - - 


1872 --- - 


225 - - 


1873 --- - 


220 10 - 


1874 - 


221 8 6 


1875 - 


225 - - 


1876 - 


225 - - 


1877 --- - 


225 - - 


1878 - 


225 - - 


1879 ... - 


245 - - 


1880 


236 - - 


1881 --- - 


245 


1882 


245 - - 


1883 


245 


1884 --- - 


245 - - 


1885 .... 


245 - - 


1886 (paid in 1887) 


245 - - 


1887 (paid in 1888) - 


245 - - 


1888 (paid in 1889) 


245 - - 



Ballinderry. 



£. s. d. 
40 - - 

40 

40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 
40 - - 

40 

40 

40 - - 
40 - - 

40 

40 - - 
40 - - 



Grant + 66 per cent, thereon 



66 



Ballyeglish. 


Desertlyn. 


Magherafelt.j 


Tamlaght. 


Woods. 




£. 


a 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


3. 


d. 


£. 


i. d. 


45 


5 


- 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- - 


45 


10 




_ 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- — 




10 


- 


_ 


76 


- 


- 


6 


- 


- 


oO 


- - 




10 


- 


- 


76 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- - 




10 


- 


- 


76 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- - 




10 


_ 


_ 


75 


_ 


_ 


5 


- 


- 


50 


— — 




10 


_ 


_ 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- — 


45 


10 


- 


- 


76 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


- - 




10 


- 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


60 


- - 




10 


_ 


_ 


76 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


50 


— - 


65 


10 


_ 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


60 


- - 


55 - - 


10 


- 


- 


76 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


60 


- - 


55 


10 


- 


— 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


60 


- — 


55 - - 


10 


_ 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


— I 


60 


_ _ 




10 


— 


- 


75 


— 


- 




- 


- 


60 


- - 




10 


- 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


— 


- 


60 


- — 




10 


- 


- 


75 


- 


- 


5 


- 


- 


60 


- — 


55 


10 


_ 




75 








5 







60 





Loss by withdrawal of Grant. 

| 95 15 - | 16 10 - 1 123 15 - | I 5 - | 99 



Present Income of Incumbent under Diooesan Scheme. 

165 - - | 165 - 1 250 | 250 200 - - 1 200 

Six parishes! ot which toe are assisted by the Drapers’ Company also. 
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APPENDIX, No. 7. 



PAPER handed in by the Rev. C. K. Irwin , D.D., 30 July 1889. 



DIOCESE of ARMAGH.— Relwious Census, 1881. 



POPULATION (Church of Ireland), and Area of the several Parishes in the Diocese of Armagh i in 1871 and 1881. 







Population. 


Area in 






Population. 




No. 


Parish. 






Square 

Miles. 




PARISH. 






Square 


1871. 


1881. 




1871. 


1881. 








Miles. 


1 


Acton 


393 


378 


7-9 


47 


Dunany 
Dundalk - 


158 


137 




2 


Aghavilly ... 
Altedesert 


252 


286 


5-9 


48 


1,972 


1,713 


18-0 


8 


568 


457 


20-7 


49 


Eglish 


1,046 


905 




4 


Annaghmore 


1,374 


1,202 


7-4 


50 


Errigle Keerogue 


722 


612 


20-3 


5 


Arboe 


696 


584 


19-8 


51 


Forkill 


219 


180 




C 


Ardee 


283 


202 


25-1 


52 


Grange 


809 


776 


10-6 


7 


Ardtrea 


383 


401 


3-6 


53 


Heynesfcown 


96 


111 


10-7 


8 


Armagh 


3,509 


3,985 


5-9 


54 


Jonesborough - 


195 


81 


8-4 


9 


Armagh breague 


526 


438 


14-2 


55 


Ready 


1,187 


1,063 


16-9 


10 


Ballinderrv 


680 


632 


7-4 


56 


Kilcluney - 


949 


776 


20-0 


11 


Bally clog - 


318 


251 


7-5 


57 


Kildarton - 


668 


580 


7S 


12 


Ballyeglish 


826 


735 


12-4 


58 


Kildress - 


1,103 


903 


410 


13 


Bailygawley 


657 


502 


13-5 


59 


KilleshiU - 


433 


437 


15-4 


14 


Ballymakenny - 


42 


43 


91 


60 


Killeavy or Meigh 


106 


99 


18-5 


15 


Ballymascanlan - 


272 


252 


230 


61 


Killylea 


083 


631 


8-8 




Ballymore 


1,777 


1,810 


142 


62 


Killyman - 


2,218 


1,866 


12-6 


17 


Ballymoyer 


599 


628 


20-7 


63 


Kilmore • 


770 


579 


4-5 


18 


Barronstown 


109 


147 


18-6 


64 


Kilsaran - 


280 


256 




19 


Bracltaville 


898 


781 


4-9 


65 


Lisnadill - 


673 


492 




20 


Brantry ... 


724 


560 


170 


66 


Lissan 


805 


649 


38G 


21 


Caledon 


1,236 


1,131 


18-6 


67 


Loughgall - 


1,333 


989 


7-2 




Camlough - 
Carlingford 


1,266 


1,280 


16-5 


68 


Lougligilly 


907 


774 


15-9 


23 


406 


385 


21-9 


69 


Louth 


179 


150 


32-8 


24 


Carnteel - 


1,200 


961 




70 


Magherafelfc 

Middletown 


1,583 






25 


Charlemont 


683 


526 


5-8 


71 


410 


310 




20 


Oharlestown 


183 


150 


24-9 


72 




2,380 


2,134 




27 

28 


Cloghomy - 
Clonfeacle 


781 

987 


718 

723 


221 

14-3 


73 

74 


Moy - 

Mullaghbrack - 


1,437 

2,126 


1,239 

1,727 


10-0 

16-2 




Clonoe ... 


271 


212 


13-2 


75 


Mullaghglass 


727 


761 




31 


Collon 
Croggan - 


199 

361 


192 

287 


14-8 

341 


76 

77 


Mullavillv - 
Newtownliamilton 


1,936 

915 


1,753 


7-9 


32 

33 


Derrygortreavy - 
Derryloran 


695 

2,106 


599 

2,107 


10-2 

18-9 


78 

79 


O'Meath - 
Pomeroy - 


230 

575 


241 

460 


9-2 




Derrynoose 


546 


467 


18-7 


80 


Portadown 


4.034 








Dosertcreight - 


880 


885 


13-5 


81 


RichhiU - 


1,561 


1,294 


8-2 




Desertlyn ... 


646 


788 


8-7 


82 


St. Saviours’ 


1,196 


1,010 






Diamond - 


924 


729 


4-3 


83 




837 








Donaglicnry 


885 


703 


99 


84 


Tamlaght • 


5C2 


510 






Donnghmore - - - 


1,132 


983 


21-4 


85 


Tartaraghan 


2,283 








Donaghmore, Upper - 
Drogheda - 


518 


430 


7-4 


86 


Termonfeckin - 


141 


159 






729 


626 


5-9 


87 


Termonmagnirke 


402 








Drumbanagher - 


371 


317 


4-2 


88 


Tuilyniskin 


950 


985 






Drumcar - 


128 


335 


6-3 


89 


Tullyallan - 


128 








Drumcree - 


3,288 


2,886 


13-8 


90 


Tynan 

woods’ Chapel - 








45 


Drumglass 


1,610 


1,568 


5-5 


91 


1,819 


1,569 


11-1 




Drumnakilly 


549 


620 


131 








Total - - - 


81,995 


73,762 





POPULATION of the parts of the County of the Town of Drogheda, and of the Counties of Louth, Meath, 
Armagh, Londonderry , and Tyrone, included in the Diocese of Armagh, according to the Religious Profession of 
the Inhabitants, in 1871 and 1881. 



COUNTIES 


Totals. 


Roman Catholics. 


Chnroh ot Ireland. 


Presbyterians. 


Methodists. 


All Others. 




1871. 


1881. 


187L 


188L 


1871. 


1881. 


1871. 


1881. 


1871. 


1881. 


1871. 


1881. 


Connty of Town ot Drogheda, part of 


9, 70S 


9,091 


8,709 


8^59 


692 


603 


126 


124 


78 


98 


37 


7 


„ Lor.th „ 


60,407 


64,426 


63,337 


68,010 


4,854 


4,410 


1,001 


874 


120 


182 


139 


71 


„ Month „ 


343 


293 


317 


J7I 


26 


32 


2 


. 




. 


_ 


_ 


„ ArnuiRh • • „ 


144,487 


131,238 


71,837 


63,382 


44,512 


40,371 


22,982 


31,703 


3,144 


3,337 


9.312 




„ Londonderry - „ 


21,501 


20,402 


8,289 


7,984 


6,468 


6,041 


6,434 


5,823 


96 


89 


344 


498 


„ Tj-ronc „ 


106,620 


95,088 


38,599 


51,618 


26,418 


22.318 


20/82 


18,790 


818 


1,182 


1,108 


1,186 


Total • * - 


842,103 


320,538 


210,818 


100.400 


81,988 


78,762 


61,127 


47,814 


4,262 


4,758 


3.940 


4,304 


PRK CENT ACES 


100 


100 


89-9 


894 


23-3 


23-0 


14-5 


14-8 


1-2 






1-3 
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APPENDIX, No. 8. 



PAPER handed in by the Chairman , 30 July 1889. 



MEMORANDUM. 



Tite Honourable the Irish Society were originally incorporated in the year 1013, upwards of 270 years ago by 
Charter granted by King James the First, which Charter was confirmed by a Charter granted by King Charles ’the 
Second. These Charters and the rights of the society thereunder haye been recognised by Parliament in numerous 
Acts of Parliament passed from time to time, and Parliamentary powers have recently been conferred upon the 
society to facilitate their raising moneys for Public Works in Londonderry and Coleraine. 

The society were incorporated to carry out an undertaking which was considered to be one of national 
importance. At that time the Province of Ulster had become forfeited to the Crown, and the King with the 
advice of his Privy Council, was most desirous to establish a new colony or plantation in that part of Ireland. 

The following recital extracted from the original Charter of the society explains fully the object of the 
King 

“ Whereas the Province of Ulster in our realm of Ireland for many years now past hath grossly erred from 
“ the true religion of Christ and Divine Grace and hath abounded with superstition, insomuch that for a long 
“ time it hath not only been harrassed, torn, and wasted by private and domestic broils but also by foreign 
“ arms, we, deeply and heartily commiserating the wretched state of the said province, have esteemed it to be a 
“ work worthy of a Christain Prince and of our Royal functions to. stir up and recal the same province from 
“ superstition, rebellion, calamity, and poverty which heretofore have horribly raged therein, to religion, 
“ obedience, strength, and prosperity.” 

To this end proposals were issued by the King and his Government to take grants of the unoccupied and forfeited 
lands, but no sufficient response being made the King turned to the City of London and invited them to undertake 
this important work. 

The Corporation of London at once responded to this Royal invitation. A Committee was sent over to examine 
the country, and, after receiving their report, negotiations took place between the Corporation and the Privy 
Council which resulted in an agreement whereby the Corporation undertook to at once raise 20,000 L, 15,000 1. to be 
expended on the plantation, and 5,000 l. for the clearing of private interests. 

They also undertook that 200 houses should be built in Derry, and that 100 houses should be built at Coleraine, 
and that such further money should be raised as might be necessary for colonising the province. 

The Corporation of London were then elected from members of the livery companies of London, and the 
Corporation were in the habit from time to time of levying funds upon such companies in certain proportions. 

The Corporation therefore levied from the livery companies the moneys they had undertaken to raise, and 
required them to undertake the work of colonisation. These moneys were, however, found to be insufficient, and 
other assessments were from time to time made which eventually exceeded the sum of 60,000 1. It is difficult to say 
what this amount would represent in Ireland at that time, there being little coined money in circulation, but it 
would be equal to a very considerable sum at present values. 

It was agreed with the King and Privy Council that an independent Corporation should be established, in whom 
the lands should be vested, and to whom the necessary powers should be given to carry out the plantation. 
Accordingly the Charter of King J ames I. constituted the Recorder of London and the six aldermen and 19 mem- 
bers of the Court of Common Council named therein, a Corporation, under the present title of the society, and so 
from time to time the Corporation of the society has been continued. 

Shortly after the society were incorporated they, with the consent of the Crown and with the authority of a 
license granted by the Privy Council, divided amongst the livery companies ; in proportion to their contributions, 
the bulk of the lands which had been granted by the Crown ; the society retaining, however, ifi their own possession, 
the City of Londonderry and the Town of Coleraine and some lands adjacent thereto, together with the salmon 
and other fisheries in the Rivers Foyle and Bann, which were not easily capable of division. 

The society were vested with plenary powers of administration, which were so exercised as to preserve the 
plantation in comparative peace and quietude, but not without a struggle, the Corporation of London employing 
on their own behoof both military and naval forces for the preservation and protection of the colony. From that 
time the society have held possession of the lands and property then retained, and the different livery companies 
have held their- lands in severalty, and have laid out large sums of money in improving and developing their estates 
beyond the contributions levied upon them as above-mentioned. Municipal institutions on the model of the City of 
London were constituted for the Government of Londonderry and Coleraine. 

The society have applied their funds generally towards the promotion of public objects, such as the re-building of 
Derry Cathedral ; the erection of churches, chapels, colleges, markets, and municipal buildings ; the repairs and 
maintenance of the same, and of the city walls at Derry, the establishment and maintenance of schools; the payment 
of professors, schoolmasters, and teachers ; the building of bridges ; the opening up the navigation and the construc- 
tion of harbour works in the Rivers Foyle and Bann ; the supply of water to the inhabitants of Derry, Coleraine, 
and Culmore ; the grant of land for cemeteries ; the promotion of railways ; the laying out of new streets ; the 
ereotion of a new town hall ; town improvements, and a variety of other public objects. 

Some years since a suit was instituted by the Worshipful Company of Skinners against the society, praying that 
the society might be declared solely trustees for the livery companies. This the society refused to recognise. The 
suit was finally carried to the House of Lords and determined by a judgment delivered on the 8th August 1845, by 
which it was decided that although the society were not trustees for the livery companies, so as to be accountable to 
them for the discharge of their duties under the Charter, yet that after the society should have satisfied the public 
duties which they might in their absolute discretion consider they ought to perform, and after having applied so 
much of their property as they might consider necessary for the purpose, the society “have to hand over the 
“ surplus funds to the different companies in proportion to their original contributions.” 

During the long period of upwards of 270 years the Honourable the Irish Society have faithfully earned out the 
duties entrusted to them by their Charters, and as desired by King James the Province of Ulster has been re-called 
to “ religion, obedience, strength, and prosperity,” and is the most loyal and prosperous portion of Ireland. 
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